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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL, 
SOCIETY, INC., 
Plaintiff-Counterdefendant-
Respondent, 
-vs-
HOLBROOK MASLEN, an individual; 
AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC. an 
Idaho corporation; DOES I-V; and 
ABC CORPORATIONS I-V, 
Defendant -Counterclaimants-
Appellants. 
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) 
Supreme Court No. 39909-2012 
Appeal from the Third Judicial District, Canyon County, Idaho. 
HONORABLE JUNEAL C. KERRICK, Presiding 
J. Kahle Becker, 1020 W. Main St., Ste. 400, 
Boise ID 83702 
Attorney for Respondent 
Kevin E. Dinius and Michael.J. Hanby II, DINIUS LAW, 
5680 E. Franklin Rd., Ste.130, Nampa, ID 83687 
Attorneys for Appellants 
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Thi ial District Court - Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2009-0004047-C Current Judge: Juneal C. Kerrick 
User: RANDALL 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, etal. 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc, ABC Corporations, Idaho Aviation 
Hall Of Fame Inc 
Date 
4/16/2009 
4/28/2009 
5/5/2009 
5/6/2009 
5/11/2009 
5/19/2009 
5/27/2009 
5/29/2009 
6/1/2009 
8/6/2009 
812812009 
9/3/2009 
9/15/2009 
10/19/2009 
Other Claims 
New Case Filed-Other Claims 
Summons Issued x2 
Filing: E- Claim And Delivery Paid by: Becker, J Kahle (attorney for Idaho 
Military Historical Society Inc,) Receipt number: 0384185 Dated: 
4/16/2009 Amount: $88.00 (Check) For: Idaho Military Historical Society 
Inc, {plaintiff) 
Notice Of Hearing 5-7-09 
Judge 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 05/07/2009 09:00AM) proceed on Juneal C. Kerrick 
claim & delivery 
Affidavit Of Service Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 05/07/2009 09:00AM: Hearing Juneal C. Kerrick 
Vacated proceed on claim & delivery 
Filing: 17 -All Other Cases Paid by: Dinius, Kevin Receipt number: Juneal C. Kerrick 
0389663 Dated: 5/11/2009 Amount: $58.00 {Check) For: Maslen, 
Holbrook (defendant) 
Notice Of Appearance and Intent to Defend-Kevin Dinius for Def Holbrook Juneal C. Kerrick 
Maslen and Aeroplanes Over Idaho 
Hearing Scheduled (Order to Show Cause 06/01/2009 01:30PM) Juneal C. Kerrick 
Order To Show Cause Issued 6-1-09 
Response to order to show cause (fax) 
Affidavit of holbrook malsen (fax) 
Motion to quash subpoena (fax) 
Hearing result for Order to Show Cause held on 06/01/2009 01:30 PM: 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kathy Klemetson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
Hearing result for Order to Show Cause held on 06/01/2009 01:30 PM: 
Hearing Held 
Amended Complaint Filed 
Filing: K3 -Third party complaint- This fee is in addition to any fee filed as 
a plaintiff initiating the case or as a defendant appearing in the case. Paid 
by: Dinius, Kevin E (attorney for Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc) Receipt 
number: 0413252 Dated: 8/28/2009 Amount: $14.00 (Check) For: ABC 
Corporations (defendant), Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc (defendant) and 
Maslen, Holbrook (defendant) 
Answer and Counterclaim, Third Party Complaint and Demand for Jury 
Trial 
Summons Issued 
Acceptance of Service (fax) 
Idaho Military Historical Society's Reply to Counterclaim 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc's Reply to Aeroplanes Over Idaho, Inc's Juneal C. Kerrick 
Third Party Complaint and Demand for Jury Trial 
Notice Of Service 
Notice of Service Re: Discovery (fax) 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Date: 12/27/2012 
Time: 08:20AM 
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Thi udicial District Court- Canyon County 
ROAReport 
Case: CV-2009-0004047-C Current Judge: Juneal C. Kerrick 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, eta I. 
User: RANDALL 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc, ABC Corporations, Idaho Aviation 
Hall Of Fame Inc 
Date 
11/6/2009 
11/25/2009 
12/10/2009 
12/11/2009 
12/14/2009 
12/16/2009 
12/21/2009 
12/30/2009 
1/5/2010 
1/6/2010 
1/8/2010 
1/11/2010 
1/28/2010 
2/9/2010 
2/10/2010 
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment 
First Affidavit of J Kahle Becker 
First Affidavit of John Steele 
First Affidavit of Russell J Trebby 
Other Claims 
Memorandum in support of Mo for Partial Sum Judgment 
Notice Of Hearing 12-1 0-09 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 12/10/2009 09:00AM) Partial Sum 
Judgment 
defendants holbrook maslen and aeroplanes response to pltfs motion for 
partial summary judgment (fax) 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 12/10/2009 09:00AM: District 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kathy Klemetson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 12/10/2009 09:00 AM: Motion 
Held Partial Sum Judgment- Court to render written ruling 
Notice Of Service 
Response to Request for Trial Setting (fax) 
Request For Trial Setting 
Plaintiffs Motion to compel 
Affidavit of kahle becker 
Brief in support of motion 
Notice Of Hearing 1/7/2010 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 01/07/2010 09:00AM) pltf motn 
compel 
Order on Motion for Partial Summary Judgment 
Notice Of Service of a DiscovefY Document (fax) 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Notice Of Service of a Discovery Document (fax) Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 01/07/2010 09:00AM: Hearing Juneal C. Kerrick 
Vacated pltf motn compel - per Karisa at Kahle Becker's office 
Notice Of Service of a Discovery Document (fax) 
Notice Of Service of a Discovery Document (fax) 
Plaintiffs second Motion to compel 
Brief in support of Plaintiffs second motion to compel 
First Affidavit of j. Kahle Becker in support of second Motion to compel 
Notice Of Hearing 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 02/11/2010 09:00AM) Pit second 
Motion to compel 
Notice Of Service 
Notice Of Service 
Notice Of Service of a Discovery Document 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Date: 12/27/2012 
Time: 08:20AM 
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al District Court - Canyon County 
ROAReport 
Case: CV-2009-0004047-C Current Judge: Juneal C. Kerrick 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, etal. 
User: RANDALL 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc, ABC Corporations, Idaho Aviation 
Hall Of Fame Inc 
Date 
2/11/2010 
2/17/2010 
2/18/2010 
2/25/2010 
3/14/2010 
3/15/2010 
3/22/2010 
3/29/2010 
3/30/2010 
4/1/2010 
4/7/2010 
Other Claims 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 02/11/2010 09:00AM: District 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kathy Klemetson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 02/11/2010 09:00AM: Motion 
Held Pit second Motion to compel 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 02/11/2010 09:00AM: Motion 
Granted Pit second Motion to compel as amended- Mr. Becker to prepare 
the appropriate order 
Stipulation for Protective Order Regarding Confidential Information 
Notice of Service Re: Discovery (fax) 
Notice Of Service (fax) 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 03/14/2011 09:00AM: Motion 
Held def motn limine «< Granted inpart, denied inpart» «ruling 
reserved with regard to 1 issue» 
Order Granting Plaintiffs Motion to Compel 
Protective Order 
Motion for Permission to File Pit Second Amended Complaint 
First Affidavit of J Kahle Becker in support of Motion 
Brief in support of Motion for Permission to File Pit Second Amended 
Complaint 
Notice Of Hearing 4-8-10 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 04/08/2010 09:00AM) Pit Mo File 
Amended Comp 
Notice of Service Re: Discovery (fax) 
Notice of Service Re: Discovery (fax) 
Pit Motion for Sanctions and Petition for Atty fees & costs 
Affidavit of J Kahle Becker in support of Pit motion for Sanctions 
Motion to Shorten time 
Notice Of Hearing 4-8-10 
Order Shortening Time 
Affidavit of Michael J Hanby II in Support of Def/Counterclaimants 
Opposition to Pit Motion for Permission to File Pit Second Amended 
Complaint 
Defendants/Counterclaimants Opposition to Pit Motion for Permission to 
File Pit Second Amended Complaint 
Defn's Objection to Motn for Santions and Petition for Attorney Fees and 
Costs (fax) 
Judge 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Affidavit of Holbrook Maslen in Suppt of Objection to Motn for Santions and Juneal C. Kerrick 
Petition for Attorney Fees and Costs (fax) 
Affidavit of Michael J Hanby II in Suppt of Objection to Motn for Santions 
and Petition for Attorney Fees and Costs (fax) 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Date: 12/27/2012 
Time: 08:20AM 
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Thi dicial District Court - Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2009-0004047 -C Current Judge: Juneal C. Kerrick 
User: RANDALL 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, etal. 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc, ABC Corporations, Idaho Aviation 
Hall Of Fame Inc 
Date 
4/8/2010 
4/9/2010 
4/28/2010 
5/10/2010 
5/19/2010 
5/20/2010 
5/21/2010 
5/24/2010 
6/4/2010 
6/10/2010 
6/17/2010 
Other Claims 
Judge 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 04/08/2010 09:00AM: District Juneal C. Kerrick 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kathy Klemetson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 04/08/2010 09:00AM: Motion Juneal C. Kerrick 
Held Pit Mo File Amended Comp & Pit Mo for Sanctions 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 04/08/2010 09:00AM: Written Juneal C. Kerrick 
ruling to be issued concerning the Motion for Sanctions 
Motion Granted- Motion to File Second Amended Complaint-however Juneal C. Kerrick 
denied the issue as to Unjust Enrichment and a written ruling will be issued 
as to the motion to Designate IAHOF as a plaintiff 
Order on motion for leave to amend the complaint and motion for discovery Juneal C. Kerrick 
sanctions 
Second Amended Complaint for Claim and Delivery, Slander of Title, Quiet Juneal C. Kerrick 
Title, Conversion, Trespass to Chattels, Breach of Fiduciary Dufres, and 
Breach of Contract 
Motion for Claification of Order for Sanctions and Award of Attorneys Fees Juneal C. Kerrick 
First Affidavit of J Kahle Becker in Support of Motion for Clarification Juneal C. Kerrick 
Motion for an order to attend mediation (fax) 
Notice Of Hearing 6/10/2010 (fax) 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 06/10/2010 09:00AM) defs motn 
attend mediation 
Pltfs response to defs motion for order to attend mediation and second 
request for trial setting (fax) 
Defendants Objection to pltfs motion for clarification of order for sanctions 
and award of atty fees (fax) 
Answer to Second Amended Complaint, Counterclaim, Third Party 
Complaint and Demand for Jury Trial 
Exhibits to Second Amended Complain for Claim and Delivery, Slander of 
Title, Quiet Title, Conversion, Trespass to Chattels, Breach of Fiduciary 
Duties, and Breach of Contract 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 06/10/2010 09:00 AM: District 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kathy Klemetson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 06/10/2010 09:00AM: Motion 
Held defs motn attend mediation 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 06/10/2010 09:00AM: Motion 
Granted defs motn attend mediation- Def Atty to prepare order 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 06/10/2010 09:00AM: 
Miscellaneous defs motn attend mediation---- Def to pay atty fees re: 
discovery sanctions within 14 days-- Pltf Atty to submit order on motion for 
C;a~.-fication to include memot re: atty fees 
Memorandum of Costs for Plaintiffs Motion for Clarification of Order for 
Sanctions and Award of Attorney's Fees (fax) 
Order Setting Case for Trial and Pretrial 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Date: 12/27/2012 
Time: 08:20AM 
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Thi udicial District Court -Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2009-0004047-C Current Judge: Juneal C. Kerrick 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, eta!. 
User: RANDALL 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc, ABC Corporations, Idaho Aviation 
Hall Of Fame Inc 
Date 
6/17/2010 
6/18/2010 
6/29/2010 
6/30/2010 
7/22/2010 
8/5/2010 
9/27/2010 
9/28/2010 
9/29/2010 
10/7/2010 
10/8/2010 
10/12/2010 
10/14/2010 
10/22/2010 
10/26/2010 
10/27/2010 
10/29/2010 
11/3/2010 
Other Claims 
Order for Preparation of Jury Instructions and Verdict Form 
Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 03/14/2011 09:30AM) 3 Day 
Judge 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing Scheduled (Pre Trial 01/03/2011 08:30AM) Pretrial Conference Juneal C. Kerrick 
Defendants' Objection to Plaintiffs' Memorandum of Costs for Plaintiffs 
Motion for Clarification of Order (fax) 
Stipulation for scheduling and planning (Fax) 
Order on plaintiffs motion for clarificaton and defendants motion for 
mediation 
Stipulation for selection of mediator (fax) 
Pla'ntiffs Motion for sanctions and petition for attorney fees and costs for 
defendants cancellation of mediation 
Affidavit of J, Kahle Becker in support of plaintiffs motion for sanctions and 
petition for award of attorneys fees and costs for cancellation of mediation 
Memorandum of costs for plaintiffs motion for sanctions and petition for 
award of attorneys fees and costs for cancellation of mediation 
Notice Of Service 
Plaintiff's Motion to compel produciton of original log book 
Notice Of Hearing 11/10/2010 
Affidavit of J. Kahle Becker in support of motion to compel production of 
origrnallog book 
Brief in support of plaintiff's motion to compel production of original log 
book 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 11/10/2010 09:00AM) motion to 
compel production 
Notice Of Service 
defendants Notice Of Compliance (FAX) 
Notice of service of discovery document (fax) 
Notice of Service Re: Discovery (fax) 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 11/10/2010 09:00AM: Hearing 
Vacated motion to compel production - per Karissa from Becker's offc 
Notice Of Service of a Discovery Document (fax) 
P!tf's Third Motion to Compel 
Brief in support of pltf's Third Motion to Compel 
First affidavit of J Kahle Becker in support of third motion to compel 
Notice Of Hearing/Compel 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 12/09/2010 09:00AM) Motn to 
compel 
Notice Of Service 
Notice Of Service 
1\!ouce Of Service 
Notice Of Service 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Date: 12/27/2012 
Time: 08:20AM 
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Thi dicial District Court- Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2009-0004047-C Current Judge: Juneal C. Kerrick 
User: RANDALL 
Idaho Mil'rtary Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, eta!. 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc, ABC Corporations, Idaho Aviation 
Hall Of Fame Inc 
Date 
11/12/2010 
11/29/2010 
12/3/2010 
12/6/2010 
12/7/2010 
12/8/2010 
12/14/2010 
12/16/2010 
12/27/2010 
12/29/2010 
Other Claims 
plaintiffs and third party defendants expert witness disclosure (fax) 
Notice of Service Re: Discovery (fax) 
Objection to third motion to compel (fax) 
Affidavit of michael hanby (fax) 
Judge 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Notice Of Service Juneal C. Kerrick 
Withdrawal of Plaintiffs Third Motion to Compel (fax) Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 12/09/2010 09:00AM: Hearing Juneal C. Kerrick 
Vacated Motn to compel 
Notice of Service Re: Discovery (fax) 
Def's Motion for summary Jmt 
Memorandum in support of defs motion for summary Jmt 
Affidavit of Holbrook Maslen support of defs motion for summary Jmt 
Affraavit of Michael J Hanby II in support of defs motn for summary Jmt 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
f\Jmrce Of Hearing/Summary Jmt Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 01/13/2011 09:00AM) Summary Jmt Juneal C. Kerrick 
Motion for reconsideratio and motion for leave to amend (fax) Juneal C. Kerrick 
Brief in support of motion (fax) 
Notice Of Hearing 1/13/2011 (fax) 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 01/13/2011 09:00AM) 3rd party def Juneal C. Kerrick 
motn to reconsider/amend 
Defendants' Expert Disclosure (fax) 
Notice Of Service of a Discovery Document (fax) 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Idaho Military Historical Society lncs and Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame lncs Juneal C. Kerrick 
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment 
Brief in support of Motion for Partial Summary Jmt Juneal C. Kerrick 
First Affidavit Of J Kahle Becker in support of Motn for Summary Jmt 
First Affidavit of John L Runft in support of Motion for Summary Jmt 
N::~tice Of Hearing/Partial summary Jmt 
defendants Pre-trial Memorandum (fax) 
Nouce of Appearance 
1\lonce Of Hearing 1/13/11 at 9:00a.m. 
laaho Military Historical Society, Inc.'s and Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, 
Inc.'s Motion to Strike Defendants' Expert Disclosures 
Idaho Mirrtary Historical Society Inc.'s and Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame 
lr.G.'s Memorandum in Support of Motion to Strike Defendants' Expert 
Disclosures 
Plaintiff and Third Party Defendant's Rebuttal Expert Witness Disclosure 
Pleintiff/Cou:~terdefendant's and Third Party Defendant's Pre-Trial Brief 
No:ice Of Service 
1\.iloticn to disqualify (fax) 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Date: 12/27/2012 
Time: 08:20 AM 
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Thi dicial District Court- Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2009-0004047-C Current Judge: Juneal C. Kerrick 
User: RANDALL 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, eta!. 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc, ABC Corporations, Idaho Aviation 
Hall Of Fame Inc 
Date 
12/29/2010 
12/30/2010 
1/3/2011 
1/4/2011 
1/6/2011 
1/7/2011 
1/13/2011 
Other Claims 
Judge 
Notice Of Hearing 1/13/2011 (fax) Juneal C. Kerrick 
ld Military Historical society, Inc's Juneal C. Kerrick 
Response to Defendants' Motion for Summary JMmt 
First affidavit of J Kahle Becker in support of Idaho Historical society Juneal C. Kerrick 
response to def's motn for summary Jmt 
Notice Of Service Juneal C. Kerrick 
Defendants Opposition to Idaho Military Historical Society Inc and Aviation Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hall of Fame lncs Motion for Partial Summary Judgment (fax) 
Hearing result for Pre Trial held on 01/03/2011 08:30AM: District Court Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing Held 
Co-1rt Repcrte:: NONE 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Pretrial 
Conference 
Hearing result for Pre Trial held on 01/03/2011 08:30AM: Motion Held 
Pretrial Conference 
Notice Of Service 
Notice Of Service 
ObjectiJn to third party defendant aviation hall of fames motion for 
reconsideration and motion for leave to amend (fax) 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc and Aviation Hall of Fame Inc's Reply to Juneal C. Kerrick 
D.s:'endants' Opposition to Idaho Military Historical Society Inc and Aviation 
Ha:i of Fame Inc's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment 
Defendants Motion to Strike First Affidavit of J Kahle Bekcer in support of Juneal C. Kerrick 
idal:o militarJ historical society incs response to defendants motion for 
su""nrnary judgment and first affidavit of j kahle becker in support of idaho 
military historical society incs motion for partial summary judgment (fax) 
Memorandum in support of Defendants Motion to Strike First Affidavit of J Juneal C. Kerrick 
Kahle Bekcer in support of idaho military historical society incs response to 
defendants mo:ion for summary judgment and first affidavit of j kahle 
c&cker ir: support of idaho military historical society incs motion for partial 
s•.:"lrn3ry judgment (fax) 
llvlotion for an order to shorten time (fax) 
Notice Of Hearing 1-13-11 (fax) 
dgfendants reoly to plainiffs response to defendants motion for summary 
judgment (f3x) 
C:efendar.ts opposition to plaintiff's motion to strike defendants expert 
d;sclosures ffax) 
Idaho 1\:liLta:y Historical Society, INc's and Idaho Aviation Hall of FAme 
co De:'s Motion to shorten time 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Heanng result for Motion Hearing held on 01/13/2011 09:00AM: District Juneal C. Kerrick 
Court rlearing Held 
Cou;( Reporter: Katl1y Klemetson 
f\1fnoer of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
:)ate: 12/27/2012 
Time: 08:20AM 
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Thi dicial District Court- Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2009-0004047-C Current Judge: Juneal C. Kerrick 
User: RANDALL 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, etal. 
Idaho Military Historicai Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc, ABC Corporations, Idaho Aviation 
Hall Of Fame Inc 
Date 
1/13/2011 
1/18/2011 
1/25/2011 
2/25/2011 
2/28/2011 
3/1/2011 
3/4/2011 
3/14/2011 
Other Claims 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 01/13/2011 09:00AM: Motion Juneal C. Kerrick 
Held 3rd party def motn to reconsider/amend/ 
Motn partial summary Jmt & 
Plntff & 3rd Prty Def Motion to Strike Def's Expert Disclosures 
«<<Written Decision to be issued>>> 
1-ieanng result for Motion Hearing held on 01/13/2011 09:00AM: District Juneal C. Kerrick 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kathy Klemetson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing held on 01/13/2011 09:00 AM: Motion Juneal C. Kerrick 
VJithdrawn «/defs motn to strike» 
hearinG resu,t for Motion Hec.ring held on 01/13/2011 09:00AM: Motion 
he.c. Surnmary Jrnt <<<Written decision to be issued>> 
S·.m'.Jiemental Affidavit of J. Hahle Becker in Support of Idaho Military 
Historical Society, Inc's and Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc's Motion for 
Partial Summary Judgment and in Support of Idaho Military Historical 
Society, Inc's Response to Defendants' Motion for Summary Judgment 
Defendants Supplemental Expert Disclosure (fax) 
Order Re Stipulation to Dismiss Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, Inc. 
Order en Pltf's Motion for reconsideration and Motions for summary Jmt 
c::r~tED 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
·:::.·Ji~ Jisp:Jstol·: entered 'for: Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc, Defendant; Idaho Juneal C. Kerrick 
A·Jiatioc: Hal: Of Farne Inc, Defendant. Filing date: 1/25/2011 
E.s-.:-J: :viem:; Re PIE.iintiff's Entitlement to Attorney Fees and Costs as 
C3rnages for Slender of Title 
Pl8in:iffs Supplemental Witness Disclosure 
,Affidavit of Jon M. Steele in Support of Bench Memo Re: Plaintiff's 
Entitlement to Atl:orney Fees and Costs as Damages for Slander of Title 
Pit/Counter Def's first proposed jury instructions and verdict form 
StiruJation for Court Trial (fax) 
f-l'?arin9 Scheduled (Motion Hearing 03/14/2011 09:00AM) def motn 
li•-..:re 
~lotice 0f Hearing 3/14/2011 (fax) [ · ~=·~ ::';:;t:ts "v!otic>n in !imine 
Ci' Defendants Motion in Limine 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
J i: c" ~Jlichael J Hanby II i'l Support of Defendants Motion in Limine Juneal C. Kerrick 
Response to Defendant's Mot1on in Limine: Plaintiff's Entitlement to Juneal C. Kerrick 
A:t.:.w1ey Fees <:md Costs as Damages for Slander of Title 
i=ir•: ,1\ffidavit ct ,~ Kahle Becker in Support of Plaintiff's Response to Juneal C. Kerrick 
Defendant's Motion in Limine: Plaintiff's Entitlement to Attorney Fees and 
C0sm c.s Da:nages for Slander of Title 
Order RE Stipulation for Court Trial Juneal C. Kerrick 
l'lotice Of Service of a Discovery Document (fax) Juneal C. Kerrick 
Date: 12/27/2012 
Time: 08:20AM 
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Thi dicial District Court- Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2009-0004047-C Current Judge: Juneal C. Kerrick 
User: RANDALL 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, etal. 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc, ABC Corporations. Idaho Aviation 
Hall Of Fame Inc 
Date 
3/14/2011 
3/17/2011 
3/18/2011 
3/21/2011 
3/24/2011 
3/28/2011 
3/29/2011 
4/6/2011 
4/8/2011 
4/12/2011 
4/13/2011 
6/1/2011 
7/7/2011 
7/13/2011 
7/28/2011 
8/2/2011 
8/4/2011 
Other Claims 
Judge 
Hearing result for Court Trial held on 03/14/2011 09:30AM: District Court Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing Held 
Court Reporte; Kathy Klemetson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: total 880 pages 
(03/14/2011 26Jpgs, 03/"15/2011 280 pgs, 03/16/2011 330pgs) 
Hearmg resu(c for Court Trial held on 03/14/2011 09:30AM: Court Trial 
Started 3 Day « Concluded on 03/16/2011 » Court to issue a written 
rulin 
Estimated Costs on Appeal $2,860. 
Defendant's Motion for Directed Verdict (fax) 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Idaho Military Historical Society lncs Response to Def Motion for a Directed Juneal C. Kerrick 
Verdict 
t--:c:ce of Co:l'pliance with Order for Defendants' Surrender of Posession of Juneal C. Kerrick 
P.irr:iane (fax) 
Reply to Pit Response to Def Motion for Directed Verdict (fax 
~.tlemorandum of attorney fees and costs for J Kahle Becker 
M<::morandum of attorney fees and costs for Jon M Steele 
Bri:;f ir: support of memorandum of attorney fees and cost 
ldah(l Military Historical Society Inc's post trial Brief 
Affid;olvit of J. kah:e Becker in support of Idaho Military Historical Society 
Ire's pJst trial Brief 
C.:::.':udants ' 
rv:otion for an Order Striking the Affidavit of J Kahle Becker in support of 
Idaho Military Historical Soc:,:::ys Post Trial Brief (Fax 
C'::;jt~ction J:i) Pit memo of Atty fees & costs (fax 
lr .,. o Military Historical Society, Inc's Response to Defendent's Closing 
Brief 
Order 
Findings of Fact Conclusions of Law and Order 
lc' ~~t:c Milita:y Historical Society Inc's Motion to Amend Findings of Court 
(f<'lx) 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
lc'ait" Military Historical Societv Inc's Brief in Support of Motion to Amend Juneal C. Kerrick 
F•rcd1ngs of Court (fax) 
1\:otice Of Hearing 8-4-11 (fax) Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearin() Scheduled (Motion Hearing 08/04/2011 09:00AM) pits motn to Juneal C. Kerrick 
amend findings of court 
Ooposition to Idaho Military Historical Society lncs Brief in Support of Juneal C. Kerrick 
Motion to Amend Findings of Court (fax) 
Idaho Military Historical Society, INC.' reply to Defendant's Objection to Juneal C. Kerrick 
IV. :::::;r. to arPer,d findings of Court 
1-,c.;;:,ng result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 08/04/2011 09:00AM: Juneal C. Kerrick 
·i.:;: Court Hearing Held 
. ;:<_epoi-ter: Kim Saunders 
f\'•J'1lbe: of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
Date: 12/27/2012 
Time: 08:20 AM 
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Thi al District Court- Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2009-0004047-C Current Judge: Juneal C. Kerrick 
User: RANDALL 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, etal. 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc, ABC Corporations, Idaho Aviation 
Hall Of Fame Inc 
Date 
8/4/2011 
8/9/2011 
8/23/2011 
9/6/2011 
9/9/2011 
9/12/2011 
9/15/2011 
10/12/2011 
Other Claims 
Judge 
Hear'ng result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 08/04/2011 09:00AM: Juneal C. Kerrick 
Motion Held pits motn to amend findin;;Js of court **** Written Ruling to be 
issued***** 
Order on Plaintiffs Motion to Amend Findings-DENIED Juneal C. Kerrick 
J:;dgment Juneal C. Kerrick 
Civil Disposition entered for: ABC Corporations, Defendant; Aeroplanes Juneal C. Kerrick 
Over Idaho Inc, Defendant; Idaho Aviation Hall Of Fame Inc, Defendant; 
Maslen, Holbrook, Defendant; Idaho Military Historical Society Inc, Plaintiff. 
F11ing date: 8/9/2011 
Case Status Changed: Closed Juneal C. Kerrick 
S ;;:p!erner:t:JI Memorandum Jf Attorney Fees and Costs for Jon M Steele Juneal C. Kerrick 
Suonlementa1 Memorandum of Attorney Fees and Costs for J Kahle Becker Juneal C. Kerrick 
Brief in Support of Supplemental Memorandum of Attorney Fees and 
Costs 
Notice Of Hearing 
Heanng Scheduled (Motion Hearing 11/10/2011 09:00 AM) 
Counterdefendants Supplemental Memorandum of Attorney Fees and 
Ccsts 
Case Status C'langed: Closed pending clerk action 
Obiection to Pl::~intiff's Claim of Attorney Fees and Costs 
Ch;e.~tion to Pl3intiffs Claim of Attorney Fees and Costs 
f\lot1ce Of Service 
Mo~ion for Protective Order, Motion to Quash and Motion for Sanctions 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Pf:c:8'Jit of Kevin E Dinius in Support of Motion for Protective Order, Motion Juneal C. Kerrick 
to Quash and Motion for Sanctions 
fv1ernorandum in Support of l\!1otion for Protective Order, Motion to Quash Juneal C. Kerrick 
an:: Motion for Sanctions 
[\i·t':e Of Hearing 10-12-11 Juneal C. Kerrick 
f-'.":7 Sche.::l'Jied (rvlotion Hearing 10/12/2011 09:00AM) defs motn for Juneal C. Kerrick 
p-otective order, motion to quash, & motn for sanctions 
First Affidavit of J. Kahle Becker in Support Plaintiffs Fourth Motion to Juneal C. Kerrick 
Compel ar:d Objection to Defendants' Motion for Protective Order 
Bnet in Support of Plaintiffs Fourth Motion to Compel and Objection to 
[,s:::n:::lant's rk)tion for Protecti·Je Order 
F laimlff s Fourth Motion to Corn pel 
Notir:e Of Hearing 
Hearinr result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 10/12/2011 09:00AM: 
D stnot Court Hearing Held 
C ~ , ·: Klemetsor. 
Tr2nscript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
rest.. It for Motion Hec,:ing scheduled on 10/12/2011 09:00AM: 
Heid cefs motn for protective o:der, motion to quash, & motn for 
s::::'ctions and fourtth motion to compel 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Date: 12/27/2012 
Time: 08:20AM 
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Thi dicial District Court - Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2009-0004047-C Current Judge: Juneal C. Kerrick 
User: RANDALL 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, etal. 
Idaho Military Hiswrical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc, ABC Corporations, Idaho Aviation 
Hall Of Fame Inc 
Date 
10/12/2011 
10/18/2011 
11/10/2011 
12/28/2011 
1/10/2012 
1/11/2012 
2/1/2012 
2/9/2012 
3/20/2012 
4/30/2012 
6/20/2012 
7/9/2012 
Other Claims 
Hea·'ng result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 10/12/2011 09:00AM: 
Mo+ion Denied<« Plaintiff's Fourth Motion to Compel»> «Court 
reserved ruling with regard to Defendant's Motion for Sanctions and 
Protective Order>>> 
Order (Mo to Compel Denied 
Hear;ng result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 11/10/2011 09:00AM: 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter KathyKiemtson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
Hesring result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 11/10/2011 09:00AM: 
fv,micn Heid Counterciefendants Supplemental Memorandum of Attorney 
,=cus and Costs <<<<\!Vrittan Decision to be issued>>>> 
Orcler on Defendants Objection to Plaintiffs Claimed Costs and Attorney 
Fees 
[)sf Mo'ion for Recor,sideration or Clarification (fax 
Judge 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerr"1ck 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Memorandurfl in support of Def Motion for Reconsideration or clarification Juneal C. Kerrick 
I'Jot:cs Of Hea:ir:g 2-9 .. 12 (fax Juneal C. Kerrick 
Heanng Scheduled (Motion Hearing 02/09/2012 09:00AM) Def mo for Juneal C. Kerrick 
Fc_cnsiderat;cn 
fl '!!Pr1d8d JUCt;ment $'13 g:>CJ 1_\() 
Pl;;. n'iiffs Resoonse to Def Motion for Reconsideration or Clarification 
-bcot·ing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 02/09/2012 09:00AM: 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter Laura Whiting 
ht a'11Jer ct Tra:1sc::oc Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 02/09/2012 09:00AM: 
l\bticn He;d De; .T1o 7o~ Reconsideration ««Written ruling to be 
i~.3c€d>>> 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
C.1 :.:;.;r en Cefer~dants Motion for Reconsideration Attorney Fees Juneal C. Kerrick 
- /l..t: c:vil appE;c:. or cross-appeal to Supreme Court Paid Juneal C. Kerrick 
l<evin E (attorrey for Maslen Holbrook) Receipt number: 
CJ.<.T-385 Dated 4/30/2012 Ar.1ount: $101.00 (Check) For: Aeroplanes 
G.'"". ldaf.c 'lC (defendant1 atid Maslen, holbrook (defendant) 
E•:n'i FJstec1 - Cash ~Reseipt 27886 Dated 4/30/2012 for 100.00) clerks 
P.r:r.H~a!ed To T'le Supreme Court 
"";,,c2 oi' tc S...:pre:,le Court 
AopiJcarion and Affidavit for Writ of Execution 
P:2.;1titfs Affidavit of Interest Calculation 
1ssuea l-\da 
'' ·~celc:.nE·oY; Pa;m?Jnt· 'Nri:s Of Exeout:on Pa'd by: J. Kahle Becker, 
F·:;: .• :: r:Ldl . GC3SF6 DCitec' 6/20/2012 Amount: $2.00 
::: :-- -Order Conditionally Dismissing AppeabO 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Date: 12/27/2012 
Time: 08:20AM 
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Thi icial District Court - Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: C\/2009-0004047-C Current Judge: Juneal C. Kerrick 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, etal. 
User: RANDALL 
Idaho Military W:.~Nica! -..n.~,,,." Inc vs. Holb~ook Maslen, Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc, ABC Corporations, Idaho Aviation 
Hall Of Fame Inc 
Date 
7/12/2012 
7/13/2012 
7/19/2012 
7/24/2012 
8/8/2012 
8/9/2012 
8/10/2012 
8/15/2012 
8/16/2012 
8/27/2012 
8/28/2012 
8/29/2012 
9/11/2012 
9/13/2012 
9/20/2012 
Other Claims 
Posted- Cash (Receipr43460 Dated 7/12/2012 for 714.00) 
(fax) 
Writ Returned Jnsat Fees $65.00 
Application for Order for Examination of Debtor 
Order for Examination of Debtor 
Hearing Scheduled (Debtor's Exam 08/09/2012 09:00AM) 
Affidavit of Kevin E Dinius in support of Motion to Stay Execution and 
Enforcement of Judgment (fax 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
~·Jlemorandum in support of Mo:ion to Stay Executon and Enforcement of Juneal C. Kerrick 
f,. ex eeL tio·: End Enforcement of Judgment Juneal C. Kerrick 
h::e:~rr1y resui~ "or Debtur's E>:arn scheduled on 08/09/2012 09:00AM: Juneal C. Kerrick 
District Court Hearing Held 
Ccur+ Reporte:: Kathy Klemtson 
i'!urnber of Transcript Pages :or this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
1-e:;;.::-.; resLit fc,· Debtor's Exam scheduled on 08/09/2012 09:00AM: Juneal C. Kerrick 
H::Rring Held <StipL•Iation between the parties reached» 
to the Sett'ing of the Clerks record and Request for Additions (fax Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Heanng Scheduled (Motion Hearing 09/20/2012 09:00AM) Objection to Juneal C. Kerrick 
l ,/S ( 2G8l 
~':-JLCe ol wirf-Jdr2VJ81 o: Motion to Stay Execution and Enforcement of 
J~ 
Order t0 Stav Execution and Enforcement of Judgment 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
f'vl )i :o S':~1y ExecL•tior c.nd Ertforcerr:e'1t of Judgment as to Def Holbrook Juneal C. Kerrick 
~.·1qsl"'!n (fax 
l\'0tir;"" of C0!'1r)liance with Amendment (fax Juneal C. Kerrick 
C Jn to ()rder to ~tay Execution a'1d Enforcement of Judgment and Juneal C. Kerrick 
R<>"'ewed Aoplir.ation for Order for Examination of Debtor 
;:. ffidavit in SuooCJrt of Objection to Order to Stay Execution and Juneal C. Kerrick 
Ent'J~cement Oi Judgment and Renewed Application for Order for 
-~ :;--:~tiJ~! ~Jf [,e;::Jto; 
:o col.!rt for Fest Judgment Attorney fees and Costs 
t,0:ce Ot H.saring 9-20-'12 
p,,lo;;caci0n to Court for Post Judgment attorney Fees and Costs (fax 
Ob•ection to jon Steele's and J. Kahle Becker's Applications to Court for 
F cs, vuGg,YleiH Attorr.ey Fees and Costs (fax 
f-a.-,;v to OrJject1cn to Exec•Jtion and Enforcement of Judgment (fax 
Heanng result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 09/20/2012 09:00AM: 
He1d 
t .• Ai8 L'\'adcJie 
Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Date: 12/27/2012 
Time: 08:20AM 
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icial District Court -Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2009-0004047-C Current Judge: Juneal C. Kerrick 
User: RANDALL 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, etal. 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc, ABC Corporations, Idaho Aviation 
Hall Of Fame Inc 
Date 
9/20/2012 
10/4/2012 
10/11/2012 
10/17/2012 
10/22/2012 
10/25/2012 
10/26/2012 
10/30/2012 
10/31/2012 
11/5/2012 
11/7/2012 
Other Claims 
Judge 
result for Mot1on Hearing scheduled on 09/20/2012 09:00AM: Juneal C. Kerrick 
Held Objection to clerks record &Countdef Mo for Post Judgment 
atty fees &costs «<qeserved Ruling re: Motion for Post Judgment atty 
fees and costs>> 
Mction Granted- Request for additions to the record Juneal C. Kerrick 
Order to Augment the Clerks Record Juneal C. Kerrick 
Order allowing Execution on Defendant Aeroplanes over Idaho (stay order Juneal C. Kerrick 
is lifted 
Application for Order for Examination of Debtor 
0 der for Examinatio'l of Debt:x 11-8-12 
('roer 1 stay of execution vacated) 
Sche~i:Jied !Debtor's Exam ~ 1/C:S/2012 09 00 AM) 
Case Status Changed: Reopened 
?.pp!ication and Affidavit for writ of Execution 
Plaintiffs Affidavit of Interest Calculation 
Vvrit Issued Ada 
Miscellaneous Payment: Writs Of Execution Paid by: J KAle Becker 
number: 0063635 Dated: 10/22/2012 Amount: $2.00 (Check) 
on Appdcation for Post-Judgment Attorney Fees -DENIED 
for R•31ease of the Original Letter of Credit from the court file (fax 
IVH:ornorandurn in support of second motion to stay execution and 
e: f:~rcernent ry' .Judgnent (fa;( 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
~: ·Jnd fv1otion to Stay Execu:ion and Enforcement of Judgment as to Def Juneal C. Kerrick 
H·;ibrook Maslen (fax 
.Affidavit of Kevin E Dinius in support of second Motion to Stay Execution 
c::'id Enforcement of Judgment (fax 
~~ ;r -::e Of Hearing Mo stay 11-8-12 (fax 
~~ tii~e Of He;:;,ring Mo shorter time 11-8-12 (Fax 
'V n 'o shorte~· '.it,-,3 for Ot]ection to Second Motion to Stay Execution 
ana t:nforcernent of Judgment (fax 
c:~i2ction to s'?cond Motion to Stay Execution and Enforcement of 
Judgment (fax 
VVnt Returned -Original (Canyon) 
Miscellaneous Payment: Writs Of Execution Paid by: Idaho Military 
l·;•stcncai Society Inc, Receipt number: 0065220 Dated: 10/30/2012 
Amount: $2.00 (Cash) 
V-. .I~ :ssued ··Ada Cont 
'/ to Pit (Jbjedion to Second Motion to Stay Execution and 
-~ ._. 'C~ ~. :' JCJdO 11er:t 
Tir::e 
t2 Debtors Examir:ation (fax) 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Date: 12/27/2012 
Time: 08:20AM 
Page 14 of 14 
Thi icial District Court· Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2009-0004047-C Current Judge: Juneal C. Kerrick 
Idaho Military Historical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen, etal. 
User: RANDALL 
Idaho Military Hi~;tcrical Society Inc vs. Holbrook Maslen. Aeroplanes Over Idaho Inc, ABC Corporations, Idaho Aviation 
Hall Of Fame Inc 
Date 
11/8/2012 
11/13/2012 
11/20/2012 
11/29/2012 
12/3/2012 
Other Claims 
Judge 
Hearing result for Debtors Exam scheduled on 11/08/2012 09:00AM: Juneal C. Kerrick 
Lii>trict Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporte;· Kathy Klemetson 
N dr:lber of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
1-iearing result for Debtor's Exam scheduled on 11/08/2012 09:00AM: Juneal C. Kerrick 
1- Heid -Defendant's Motion Stay Execution --<Did not go fwrd on 
Exam>> 
Motion Granted- Second Motion to Stay Execution and Enforcement of Juneal C. Kerrick 
J 
C F!E: Suostitution of the Original Letter of Credit with a copy in the Juneal C. Kerrick 
Court File 
o-c8r to Stay Execution and Enforcement of Judgment as to Def Holbrook Juneal C. Kerrick 
:::: '::; . Order Rs: Trans:::ript Fes 
Returneci paid $5187.72 
tto•1ce of Comoliance (fax) 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
J. KAHLE BECKER, ISB # 7408 
Attorney at Law 
1020 W. Main Street, Suite 400 
Boise, Idaho 83 702 
Phone: (208) 333-1403 
Fax: (208) 343-3246 
Email: kahlera)kahlebeckerlaw.com 
JON M. STEELE (ISB # 1911) 
RUNFT & STEELE LA\V OFFICES, PLLC 
1020 W. Main Street, Suite 400 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Phone:(208)333-9495 
Fax: (208) 343-3246 
Email: JSteelerwrunftsteele.com 
F i L "'I=_ D 
..A.M. """'t;;;i? P.M. 
---
APR 0 6 2011 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
J DRAKE, DEPUTY 
Attorneys for Idaho Military Historical Society, Inc. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL 
SOCIETY, INC. 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
HOLBROOK MASLEN, an individual; 
AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC., an 
Idaho corporation; DOES I-V; and ABC 
CORPORATIONS I-V, 
Defendants. 
HOLBROOK MASLEN, an individual; 
AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC., an 
Idaho corporation, 
Counterclaimants, 
vs. 
) 
) Case No. CV 09-4047-C 
) 
) IDAHO 1\HLIT ARY HISTORICAL 
) SOCIETY, INC.'S POST TRIAL BRIEF 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL SOCIETY, INC.'S POST TRIAL BRIEF- Page 1 of23 
ORIGINAL 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL ) 
SOCIETY, INC. ) 
) 
Counterdefendants, ) 
COMES NOW the Plaintiff Idaho Military Historical Society, Inc. ("IMHS") by and 
through its counsel of record, J. Kahle Becker and Jon M. Steele, and files its post trial brief. 
FACTS 
This case concerned the possession, title, and claims against a 1943 Fairchild PT -23, a 
fixed wing, single engine airplane which was used to train pilots for World War II. Steve 
Appleton, President of Micron, donated this aircraft to the Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame 
(IAHOF), a non-profit corporation, on August 1, 1999. The aircraft was to be statically 
displayed in an aviation museum. 
Defendant Holbrook Maslen ("Maslen") was a member of Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame's 
Board of Trustees during the events that gave rise to this action. Maslen has been a member of 
the IAHOF Board of Trustees since 1992. He was removed from the IAHOF Board during this 
litigation due to his egregious breaches of his fiduciary duties. Pursuant to a stipulation of the 
parties, in the present action IAHOF has no independent claims for breaches of these fiduciary 
duties and is no longer a party to this action. Rather, Maslen's counterclaims (through his sham 
corporation Aeroplanes Over Idaho "AOI") seek sums from Idaho Military Historical Society 
"IMHS" for damages allegedly incurred while he was gratuitously storing the plane for IAHOF. 
In addition to the overwhelming evidence that the arrangement with IAHOF was gratuitous, 
IMHS argues Maslen's breaches of his fiduciary duties to IAHOF should not permit Maslen to 
profit from his \VTongdoing. 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL SOCIETY, INC.'S POST TRIAL BRIEF- Page 2 of23 
In 2005, IAHOF owned the aircraft at issue in this action. On or about November 30, 
2005, the IAHOF Board of Trustees accepted Defendant Maslen's gratuitous offer to store the 
aircraft at his hangar located in Caldwell, Idaho. This oral agreement was between Mr. Maslen 
and IAHOF; AOI was not a party to any agreement. There is no written contract between the 
IAHOF and Mr. Maslen. On February 13, 2006, IAHOF delivered the aircraft to Maslen. A 
"working relationship" between IAHOF and Mr. Maslen's sham museum AOI was contemplated 
at IAHOF board meetings but never formally ratified by either entity. This "working 
relationship" was simply a concept which never came about. 
On or about May 29, 2008, IAHOF's Board of Directors, at a special meeting, voted to 
donate the aircraft to Plaintiff IMHS, effective June 2, 2008. A deed of gift was executed on 
June 3, 2008 and after this date IMHS owned the aircraft. IMHS and IAHOF made numerous 
attempts to contact Maslen by phone, email, and letters shortly after the transfer to IMHS in 
order to arrange for the physical transfer of possession. Maslen did not respond to these attempts 
or make any contact with IAHOF or IMHS despite testifying that he had actual knowledge of the 
transfer in June or July of2008. 
On August 23, 2008, without ever having sent a bill for storage, insurance or 
maintenance, AOI, a sham non-profit corporation owned & wholly controlled by Maslen and his 
daughter, filed a false Claim of Lien with the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), in the 
amount of $12,025.80. The Claim of Lien states: "for labor performed and/or material furnished 
for the improvement" of the aircraft, "at the request of Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, last 
furnished July 31, 2008." The Claim of Lien identified IAHOF as the owner of the aircraft and 
\Nas signed by Chuck Vollmann, an AOI volunteer with no legal authority to sign on behalf of 
AOI. Maslen testified that he felt that storage was a type of labor and the storage charges 
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allegedly incurred during the time he bailed the plane for IAHOF were therefore included in the 
lien. 
The board minutes of AOI produced by Mr. Maslen reveal that board meetings consisted 
of him and his daughter Jenny Brown. Other than bills generated after this litigation commenced 
no other records from AOI were produced. Mr. Maslen failed to produce and board meeting 
minutes referencing the PT-23, any meeting minutes from membership meetings, any evidence 
of a corporate bank account, or any other indicia of a separate corporate existence. 
AOI did not expend any money on the annual inspections performed or other 
maintenance performed. Chuck Vollmann was a volunteer of AOI and had no expectation of 
being compensated. Any sums expended on parts were paid for by Mr. Maslen on his personal 
credit card and no credit card statements were ever produced. AOI was sued by the City of 
Caldwell for failing to pay approximately $20,000 in rent for the hangar which housed the PT-23 
until 2009. A judgment was entered against AOI for failing to pay these sums to the City of 
Caldwell. It is therefore unlikely that Mr. Maslen or his sham corporation AOI ever expended a 
dime on storage charges before or after this litigation ensued. 
On April 8, 2009, IMHS demanded possession of the aircraft which was housed in a 
hangar that was not owned or leased by AOI but rather was under the control of Mr. Maslen. 
Defendant Maslen and his agents interfered with IMHS's attempts to retrieve their aircraft by 
pulling one of his personal vehicles, possibly one of Mr. Maslen's two Porsches, in front of the 
airplane. Despite numerous requests, Defendant Maslen refused to deliver possession of the 
aircraft to IMHS during the course of this litigation. 
At the time of a mid-trial visit by the parties, their counsel, and the Court, the aircraft was 
housed in a hanger under the control of Maslen, not AOI, at the Caldwell Airport. The plane has 
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been moved and operated under its own power since the initiation of this suit. Maslen has flown 
the aircraft on at least two occasions, one of which was after the transfer of ov,mership to IMHS. 
The engine of the aircraft does not have a tachometer or "Hobbes meter" that records the number 
of hours on the engine and therefore, it is impossible to determine the exact number of times 
Defendant Maslen operated the plane. Defendant Maslen has admittedly failed to keep an 
accurate log of the number of hours the engine has been run while the plane was in his 
possession. The airplane was uninsured for in flight operations by IAHOF. Mr. Maslen's own 
insurance policy for the PT -23 was limited to "not in motion" coverage. 
IMHS has made numerous written and verbal requests to Defendants to return the 
aircraft. Until the second day of trial, Defendants refused to deliver the aircraft or expunge the 
false "Claim of Lien" and their false "possessory lien." At the conclusion of oral arguments, this 
Court ordered the parties to arrange for the transfer of the airplane to IMHS's possession. 
ARGUMENT 
I. Claim and Delivery 
Idaho's claim and delivery statutes replaced the common law action for replevin in this 
state. National Motor Service Co. v. Walters, 85 Idaho 349, 361, 379 P.2d 643,651 (1963). While 
Idaho Code Title 8, Chapter 3 allows a party asserting a cause of action for claim and delivery to 
obtain immediate possession of the property, it does not provide "that he cannot maintain his 
action unless he demands immediate possession of the personal property" at the outset of the 
action. Bates v. Capital State Bank, 21 Idaho 141, _,121 P.561, 563 (1912). 
Plaintiffs were awarded possession of their aircraft at the conclusion of oral argument. 
Based upon Defendants' wrongful refusal to surrender possession, Plaintiffs prevailed on Count I, 
Claim and Delivery. Expenses required to effect redelivery of property to a person \VTOngfully 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL SOCIETY, INC.'S POST TRIAL BRIEF- Page 5 of23 
dispossessed thereof in action for replevin or claim and delivery is recoverable by that person. 
LC. §§ 8-301 et seq., 8-307 et seq; .National fvfotor Service Co. v. Walters, 1963, 85 Idaho 349, 
379 P.2d 643. (1963) 
II. Slander of Title 
A party asserting a claim for slander of title must prove: ( 1) publication of a slanderous 
statement; (2) its falsity; (3) malice; and ( 4) resulting special damages. Weitz v. Green, 148 Idaho 
851, 862,230 P.3d 743,754 (2010). Malice has been defined as a reckless disregard for the truth 
or falsity of a statement. !d. An action will not lie where a statement in slander of title, although 
false, -vvas made in good faith with probable cause for believing it. !d. Attorneys fees and legal 
expenses incurred in removing a cloud from title constitute special damages for purposes of a 
slander of title claim. !d. A mechanic's lien operates directly to encumber property. 
Accordingly, the wrongful filing of a mechanic's lien may support an action for slander of title. 
Ray! v. Shull Enterprises Inc., 108 Idaho 524, 700 P.2d 567 (1984). 
Idaho Code Section 45-1102 authorizes a non-possessory lien in favor of any person 
"who expends labor, skill, or materials upon an aircraft ... at the request of its owner ... for the 
contract price of the expenditure, or in the absence of a contract price, for the reasonable value 
of the expenditure." The lien is dependent upon recordation at the FAA aircraft registry and 
"must be created by written contract between the parties .... signed by the customer, and predate 
the commencement of work for which the lien is applicable." There is no written contract 
between AOI or Maslen and either IMHS or IAHOF. Furthermore, Defendants' assertion, that 
the lien filed with the FAA was, at least in part, for storage is misplaced, as the statute does not 
purport to authorize a non-possessory lien for storage. Moreover the lien was filed with the 
FAA by an individual who lacked the authority to sign documents on behalf of AOI (Chuck 
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Vollmann). 
Additionally, Defendant Maslen also asserted a separate false "possessory lien" by 
wrongfully preventing Plaintiff from obtaining possession of its airplane. Mr. Maslen utilized 
his agents as well as his personal truck to prevent IMHS from retrieving its plane from a hangar 
that was not owned or leased by AOI. Furthermore, during the course of this litigation Mr. 
Maslen denied IMHS access to its plane by keeping it in a locked hangar which was not owned 
or leased by AOI. 
Defendants have moved for a directed verdict on Plaintiffs Slander of Title Claim due to 
the lack of malice. A pattern of similar false claims by the defendant may indicate a malicious 
motive on the part of the defendant in making claims to the plaintifTs prope11y. Proctor v. 
Gissendaner, 579 F.2d 876 (5th Cir. 1978), opinion supplemented, 587 F.2d 182 (5th Cir. 1979) 
See also JXO Production C011J. v. Alliance Resources Corp., 187 W. Va. 457, 419 S.E.2d 870 
(1992), judgment aff'd on other grounds. 509 U.S. 443. I I 3 S. Ct. 2711, 125 L. Ed. 2d 366, 61 
Empl. Prac. Dec. (CCI-I) ,[42321 (1993) and (holding modified on other grounds by, State v. 
McGinnis, 193 W.Va. 147,455 S.E.2d 516 (1994)) and (holding modified on other grounds 
by, Alkire v. First Nat. Bank (~f Parsons, 197 W.Va. 122,475 S.E.2d 122 (1996). 
In their Reply to Plaintiff's Response to Defendant's Afotion for Directed Verdict, 
Defendants cite Idaho Rule of Evidence 404(b) for the proposition that IMHS should be 
precluded from presenting evidence regarding Mr. Maslen's prior wrongful actions. Jd at 4. 
Interestingly, Defendants do not deny that Mr. Maslen has a long history of similar wrongful 
actions. See Defendant's response to Interrogatory I 5 attached to Affidavit of J. Kahle Becker 
in support of Post Trial Brief as '·Exhibit A." Idaho Rule of Evidence 404(b) is inapplicable in 
the euiTent situation. IMHS does not seek to use Holbrook Maslen's past wrongful actions to 
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'·sho\v the character of a person in order to show that the person acted in conformity therevvith.'' 
IRE 404(b). Holbrook Maslen's actions speak for themselves in this case and IMHS is confident 
the Court will render its judgment accordingly. Rather, IMHS seeks to have the Court consider 
the evidence of Holbrook Maslen's past wrongful acts in its evaluation ofthe "malice" portion of 
the slander of title claim. See Proctor and TXO Production. The evidence is also relevant to 
show Mr. Maslen's lack of credibility in denying the gratuitous nature of the bailment. See State 
1'. Cross, 132 Idaho 667, 878 P. 2d 227 (1999). Additionally, Defendants have "opened the 
door'' to allow Plaintiff to present this evidence by denying the existence of malice in their 
i\Iotion jhr Directed Verdict. 
Here, Mr. Maslen has a pattern of filing false liens, suing without a contractual basis, and 
\Hongfully holding the property of others. See Holbrook J'vfaslen v. Wayne Duvall, Ada County 
CV -OC-078943 (Suit by Maslen for a horse trailer as payment for storage of horses; Duvall's 
attorney's fees paid by Maslen- See l\1aslen Depo p. 31-32): Shane Skinner v. Holbrook A'faslen 
& AOJ Canyon County CV-08-7581-C --Findings (~!'Fact and Conclusions of Law attached to 
Affidavit of J. Kahle Becker in support of Post Trial Brief as "Exhibit B" 1 .- (Action for 
conversion & unjust enrichment for false and/or excessive lien on 2 historic "Beaver" airplanes, 
one of which, while under the control of Maslen disappeared during the course of the litigation, 
See also Maslen Depo at 15-25 and Vollmann Depo at 11, 45-50 ); City of Caldwell v. AOI 
Canyon County Case CV -09-13080-C (Maslen counterclaim for unjust enrichment for City 
keeping AOI's paint booths after city sued AOI for fi:tilure to pay rent). 
1 The Skinner case is distinguishable from the present case as far as the Court's holding regarding the liability of Mr. 
Maslen personally. First, AOI had a pattern of dealing with the Plaintiffs father in the Skinner Case through Chuck 
Vollmann. Second, Mr. Maslen was only tangentially involved in the arrangement with the Beaver airplanes in that 
he was receiving rental payments from Chuck Vollmann and paid for items used for the restoration of the Beaver 
airplanes. Third, little to no evidence was presented regarding the lack of non-profit corporate formalities of AOL 
Fourth, compared to this case, little to no evidence was presented regarding the individual actions of Mr. Maslen in 
preventing the Plaintiffs from obtaining possession of their airplanes. 
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Under some circumstances, malice may be indicated by a failure of the defendant to 
make reasonable inquiries into the status of property before asserting claims. See, Display 
Fixtures Co .. a Div. of Stein Industries. Inc. v. R. L Hatcher. Inc., 438 N.E.2d 26 (Ind. Ct. App. 
1982) (f£lilure to determine validity of mechanic's lien before filing); Freiburger v. Fry, 439 
N.E.2d 169 (Ind. Ct. App. 1982) (failure to inquire as to ownership of disputed land before 
publishing claims to it). In this case, Mr. Maslen testified that no written contract existed, he 
had actual notice of the transfer of title to IMHS, and constructive notice of negotiations leading 
up to the transfer and yet he 1ailed to raise any concerns at an IAHOF Board meeting before 
asserting his false liens. Rather, Maslen repeatedly moved, flew, and interfered with IMHS's 
attempts to regain possession of the plane, all the while keeping it in a hangar which was under 
his, not AOI's. control. 
A party pursuing a slander of title claim in conjunction with a quiet title claim to property 
or in an action in which the party is opposing enforcement of a lien against property may 
recover costs and attorney fees incurred on the quiet title and/or lien claim as damages on the 
slander of title claim. Ray v. Shull Enterprises, Inc., 108 Idaho 524, 529,700 P.2d 567, 572 
(1984 ). IMHS has therefore submitted its attorney's fees in separate Memorandums of Costs 
and Fees for the entirety of its attorney's fees and costs. Defendants' assertion that this Court 
granted its Motion in Limine is false. See Defendant's A.fotion for a Directed Verdict at 5. 
Rather, this Court simply prohibited Plaintiff from introducing expert testimony regarding 
attorney's fees. The trier of fact, in this case the Court, is free to consider IMHS's attorney's 
fees in making its award of damages on Plaintiffs slander of title claim. 
Proof of costs and attorney's fees incurred in connection with clearing title to the subject 
prope11y, or with maintaining the slander of title action, may be made through the introduction 
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of bills and receipts for payment. See. e.g., Wilcox Lwnber Co., Inc. v. The Anderson>. Inc., 848 
N.E.2d 1169 (Ind. Ct. App. 2006); Lee & LVfayjield Inc. v. Lykowski House JV!oving Engineers 
Inc., 489 N.E.2d 603 (Ind. Ct. App. 1986). See also Brickner v. One Land Developrnent Co., 
742 N. W.2d 706 (Minn. Ct. App. 2007), review denied, (Mar. 18, 2008) (record supported 
special master's report and trial court's award of attorney's fees and costs). Here, Ken Swanson 
of I!\1HS testified regarding the number of hours spent by his attorneys and the hourly rate of 
both J. Kahle Becker and Jon Steele. That testimony was fmiher supported by the testimony of 
Plaintiff's attorney, J. Kahle Becker. The tact that IMHS's representation was pro-bono or on a 
contingent fee basis is irrelevant. Defendants cite no cases to the contrary. 
III. Quiet Title in IMHS 
Idaho Code Section 6-401 authorizes an action "by any person against another who 
claims an estate or interest in real or personal property adverse to him, for the purpose of 
determining such adverse claim." Here, Mr. Maslen individually claims an interest in the 
airplane, in the form of a possessory lien. In fact, at his deposition, Mr. Maslen testified that he 
personally claimed title to the PT-23. 
Q: Are you personally currently in possession of any airplanes that you don't 
have title to? 
A: Titles are pending. 
Q: Would you consider the title to the PT-23 pending? 
A: I certainly would. 
Q: So are you claiming title to the airplane? 
A: I'm claiming title to the airplane. 
See Deposition Transcript of Holbrook Maslen at pp 87-88 (Emphasis Added). 
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Additionally, the sham corporation AOI, to the extent it can be said to exist, claims a false and 
unlawful lien under I. C. 45-11 02 adverse to IMHS' s claim of title. In fact, in its counterclaim, 
AOI asserted that "the interests of IMHS are subservient to the interests of AOI." It is 
undisputed IMHS is the owner of the aircraft. It is undisputed that no written contract predated 
the work allegedly suppmiing the lien under I. C. 45-1102. The overwhelming evidence 
introduced at trial indicated that IMHS should have unencumbered title to the airplane. The 
Court therefore ordered Mr. Maslen to transfer possession to IMHS, consequently nullifying 
Mr. Maslen's false "possessory lien." 
IV. Conversion 
IMHS seeks damages for conversion of the aircraft. IMHS alleges that Defendants 
exceeded the terms of their bailment and disobeyed IAHOF's instructions not to fly the aircraft. 
Generally, conversion is defined as a distinct act of dominion wrongly asserted over another's 
personal property in denial or inconsistent with rights therein. Peasley Transfer & Storage Co. 
v. Smith. 132 Idaho 732, 743, 979 P.2d 605, 616 (1999). 
The fact that IAHOF originally voluntarily delivered possession to Mr. Maslen is not 
dispositive of the conversion claim. A "right of action for conversion accrues in favor of the 
owner of the property as soon as the property is vvTongfully taken from his possession or 
wrongfully converted." !d. Where there has been a positive act of dominion over another's 
property, unauthorized by the owner, it is not necessary that the actor intend to commit a 
trespass or conversion. !d. An actor may be liable where he has in fact exercised dominion or 
control, although he may be quite unaware of existence of rights with which he interferes. !d. 
IMHS has an independent conversion claim against Mr. Maslen based upon Mr. Maslen's 
use of the aircraft during the period IMHS owned the aircraft. Even assuming Defendants are 
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correct that their possession of the aircraft was lawful as to IMHS, enforcement of a lien by 
possession of property creates a bailment. See Comstock v. Kaniksu Resort, 117 Idaho 990, 
994,793 P.2d 222, 226 (Ct. App. 1990) ("Where a possessory lienor is liable to the bailor for 
harm or conversion of the chattel upon which a lien exists .... " quoting RESTATEMENT OF 
SECURITY § 78 (1941).). As a general rule, "use of the chattel by the lienor without the 
consent of the bailor is an act of conversion." Restatement (First) of Security § 70 (1941), See, 
Carver v. Ketchum, 53 Idaho 595,26 P.2d 139 (1933); Klam v. Koppel, 63 Idaho 171, 118 P.2d 
729 (1941 ). Here, Mr. Maslen flew the PT-23 while it was owned by IMHS will full knowledge 
that it was not to be flown. Chuck Vollmann testified that he performed additional unauthorized 
maintenance, against the direct instructions of IMHS, during the course of this litigation. 
Furthermore, and most importantly Mr. Maslen V.Tongfully refused to surrender possession to 
IMHS, before and during this litigation, while also preventing IMHS from obtaining possession 
of its plane by using his personal vehicle and a locked hangar under his personal control. 
V. Trespass to Chattels 
Restatement (Second) of Torts § 222 (1965) states: 
One who dispossesses another of a chattel is subject to liability in trespass for the 
damage done. If the dispossession seriously interferes with the right of the other to 
control the chattel, the actor may also be subject to liability for conversion. 
"A dispossession is always a trespass to the chattel, and subjects the actor to liability for at least 
nominal damages for the interference with the possession." ld (Comment (a)). Plaintiff 
acknowledges the Restatement indicates, IMHS may only recover damages for either conversion 
or trespass, not both, depending on the extent of the interference with IMHS's rights: "Normally 
any dispossession is so clearly an interference with the right of control that it amounts to a 
conversion; and it is frequently said that any dispossession is a conversion. There may, however 
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be minor and unimportant dispossession which do not seriously interfere with another's right of 
control, and so do not amount to conversion. In such a case the remedy of the action of trespass 
remains, and will allow recovery of damages for the interference with possession." Restatement 
(Second) of Torts§ 222 (1965), Comment (a). 
VI. Joint and Several Liability of Defendants 
Aeroplanes Over Idaho is Holbrook Maslen. IMHS has sued Holbrook Maslen 
individually for his individual actions. Holbrook Maslen was named as a Defendant, he 
defended against IMHS's claims, he personally refused to surrender possession ofthe PT-23, and 
he should be found personally liable. 
IMHS has also sued the sham non-profit corporation "Aeroplanes Over Idaho" which is 
wholly controlled by Holbrook Maslen. Put bluntly, AOI cannot act or exist without Holbrook 
Maslen. Holbrook Maslen performs all of the actions of AOI without approval from anything 
that could remotely be considered a functioning board of directors. Rather, the "Board" simply 
consists of Mr. Maslen and his daughter. The "board minutes" are simply photocopies of the 
previous year's "minutes" with nothing more than the date changed. No records of independent 
bank accounts were produced. AOI pays no taxes because it allegedly has gross receipts less 
than $25,000. However, no accounting substantiates these gross receipts and Mr. Maslen 
testified that AOI filed a lien for claims far in excess of this amount. The "museum" AOI 
appears to exist wherever and whenever Mr. Maslen decides it furthers his needs. Consequently, 
Mr. Maslen uses the AOI entity name interchangeably with his own name in his conversation, 
pleadings, testimony, and discovery responses. Mr. Maslen's wrongful actions were discussed 
throughout this brief and ample evidence thereof was produced at trial. Mr. Maslen is 
individually and personally liable to IMHS. In the prayer for relief of the Second Amended 
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Complaint, Plaintiffs pray for general and special damages to be awarded against both Mr. 
Maslen and AOI jointly and severally. Any liability against AOI must be joint and several. 
Any judgment against AOI must also include a judgment against Mr. Maslen. The 
Defendants were acting in concert because they pursued a common plan or design which resulted 
in the commission of an intentional or reckless act. Idaho Code § 6-803(5); RESTATEMENT 
(SECOND) OF TORTS § 876, at 315 (1979). AOI is Mr. Maslen's servant created to attempt to 
shield him from personal liability in his intentional reckless endeavors. Mr. Maslen is AOI's 
servant as its primary actor. They are each other's servant and each other's master. There is 
simply no outside oversight, other employees, or other actors. Such a symbiotic relationship 
supports a finding of joint and several liability. See Halve v. Draper, 95 Idaho 193, 195 (1973). 
Furthermore, IMHS contends that AOI should be disregarded and that AOI and Maslen 
should be treated as one entity. In order to disregard AOI, two requirements must be met. First, 
there must be such unity of interest and ownership that the separate personalities of AOI and 
Maslen no longer exist. Second, there must be a showing that, if the acts are treated as those of 
AOI, an inequitable result will follow or that it would sanction a fraud or promote injustice. See 
5"urety Life Ins. Co. v. Rose Chapel""11ortuary, Inc., 95 Idaho 599, 601, 514 P.2d 594, 596 (1974). 
AOI is, at best, the alter ego of Holbrook Maslen. In order for a corporation to be an alter ego of 
an individual, there must be (1) a unity of interest and ownership to a degree that the separate 
personalities of the corporation and the individual no longer exist and (2) if the acts are treated as 
acts of the corporation an inequitable result would follow. Vanderford Co., Inc. v. Knudson, 144 
Idaho 547, 165 P.3d 261,270 (2007). 
Mr. Maslen exercised absolute control over the management and operation of AOI. 
IAHOF deposited the plane with its Board member, Holbrook Maslen. No working relationship 
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was ever consummated between IAHOF and AOI. Before the outset of this litigation no bills 
were sent to either IAHOF or IMHS by AOI, there was a lack of corporate formalities for 
approval of the actions of Mr. Maslen, minutes of the board of directors meetings were wholly 
lacking any detail or corporate formality, and business transactions completed without approval 
by a director or officer of the corporation. Furthermore, the false lien filed with the FAA was 
executed at Maslen's direction by an AOI volunteer (Chuck Vollmann) without the legal 
authority to execute said lien. 
Here, should the Court limit its judgment and award of damages to AOI, grave injustice 
will result. AOI appears to be insolvent or on the verge thereof. AOI has a $27,000 judgment 
against it for its failure to pay rent to the City of Caldwell. AOI has a $52,000 judgment against 
it as a result of the Skinner case. Holbrook Maslen on the other hand owns approximately 23 
automobiles (See "Exhibit C" to Becker Stmt), he testified that he personally owns 20 airplanes, 
and investigation has revealed he owns several valuable tracts of real estate. It would be unjust 
to allow an individual with the resources of Holbrook Maslen to aggressively litigate this matter 
against a legitimate non-profit museum like IMHS for over two years only to then hide behind an 
undercapitalized, family owned, sham of a corporation such as AOI. See Hutchison v. Anderson, 
130 Idaho 936, 940, 940-41, 950 P.2d 1275, 1279- 80 (Ct. App. 1997). 
DAMAGES 
IMHS has obtained possession of the PT-23. The Plaintiff may recover the reasonable 
cost of necessary repairs to the plane, plus the difference between its fair market value before it 
\vas taken and its fair market value after its return. In addition, the Court may award the Plaintiff 
the reasonable value of the use of the property during the time it was detained by the Defendants. 
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The Plaintiff may recover the reasonable costs and expenses incurred in connection with 
Defendants' taking the property and in connection with Plaintiffs attempts to recover the 
property. Here those costs are attorney's fees and other litigation costs including depositions, 
mediation, supplies, on-line legal research, and travel expenses. Those costs and the arguments 
therefore are contained in the Jvfemorandums of Attorneys fees and Costs and the Brief in Support 
thereof. Those arguments are incorporated herein. 
The Court in Peasley Transfer and Storage Co. v. Smith, 132 Idaho 732 (1999), stated 
"the proper measure of damages for wrongful taking or detention of personalty is the reasonable 
value of its use during the detention period." Peasley at 743-44 quoting, National Motor Service 
Co. v. Walters, 85 Idaho 349, 360-61, 379 P.2d 643, 651 (1963); Weaver v. Pacific Finance 
Loans, 94 Idaho 345, 34 7, 487 P.2d 939, 941 (1971 ). Based on the evidence at trial, the alternate 
measure of damages for \vrongful possession or conversion, the diminution in fair market value. 
would be difficult if not impossible to calculate for a unique historic miifact such as the PT-23. 
S'ee TYeitz v. Green, 148 Idaho 851 (20 1 0). 
[W]hile the owner may be deprived of something valuable to him, ... yet 
he might be wholly unable to prove any ... depreciation of the market value of the 
land. The owner of property has a right to hold it for his own use ... and ... he 
should be compensated for an injury wTongfully done him in that respect, 
although that injury might be unappreciable to one holding the same premises for 
purposes of sale. 
Weitz at 865. 
It is also vvorth noting, the Court in Peasley affirmed the district court's award of 
attorney's fees as well as the advancement of attorney's fees on appeal. Peasley at 744-45. See 
also Erhardt v. Leonard, 104 Idaho 197,202 (Ct. App 1983): 
in a situation where a defendant has exhibited conduct which is nonviolent, but 
nevertheless is a serious invasion of one's rights to personal or real prope1iy, the 
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trier of fact may award an amount calculated to reimburse the plaintiffs necessary 
and reasonable attorney fees and other related expenses, as exemplary damages. 
The evidence presented at trial, in the form of Holbrook Maslen's own testimony, was 
that the fair market rental value of a PT-23 was approximately $25 per hour. IMHS believes this 
value to be closer to $200 per hour and this higher value is supported by Maslen's own witness, 
Chuck Vollmann. See Vollmann Depo at 51 (rental for a more common Cessna is $600 per 
hour). Similarly, at his deposition, Mr. Maslen testified that the fair market rental was $80 to 
$90 per hour. See Maslen Depo pp 119-121. After the transfer of ownership to IMHS, Mr. 
Maslen wrongfully possessed the PT-23 for approximately two and three quarter years, June 
2008 until March 2011. There are 8,765.8 hours in a year. There are 24,106 hours in two and 
three quarter years. Even assuming the lowball rental rate of $25 per hour proposed by Mr. 
Maslen, IMHS would be entitled to $602,449 in damages. Discounting this rental cost to the 
standard 8 hour workday still yields $200,883 in damages. Further generously discounting this 
cost based on the March 2009 VvTitten demands for possession and IMHS's April2009 attempted 
retrieval, Mr. Maslen would have still been in wrongful possession for approximately 2 years. 
Two years of eight hour work days, again discounting for 2 weeks of vacation each year, is 
approximately 4,000 hours. At $25 per hour for 4,000 hours, IMHS is entitled to $100,000 in 
general damages.2 
Additionally IMHS is entitled to recover its attorney's fees on its slander of title, quiet 
title, and in defending against Defendants' frivolous counterclaims. In its January 25, 2011 
Order on Plaintiff's Motion for Reconsideration and Motions for Summary Judgment the Court 
stated: 
2 It is important to note that the $60,000 fair market value of the PT-23, as reflected in both IAHOF's and Maslen's 
insurance policies, should not limit the Court's award of compensatory damages. See rVeitz v. Green, J 48 Idaho 
851, 865-66 (20 I 0). 
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The evidence on the record is sufficient to support a finding by the trier of fact 
that, at the time the claim of lien was filed with the FAA, there was no \Vritten 
contract signed by IAHF or IMHS that predated the commencement of the work 
purportedly covered by the lien. The comi concludes that, if the trier of fact made 
such a finding, such evidence is sufficient to establish that the lien filed by AOI is 
false and that it was filed with reckless disregard of the truth. 
The court also concludes that IMHS allegation that recording of the lien has 
precluded it from obtaining the necessary documentation to operate the aircraft is 
a sufficient claim for special damages, if established at trial. 
It would also appear that a party pursuing a slander of title claim in conjunction 
with a quiet title claim to property or in an action in which the party is opposing 
enforcement of a lien against property may recover costs and attorney fees 
incurred on the quiet title and/or lien claim as damages on the slander of title 
claim. Ray v. Shull Enterprises, Inc., 108 Idaho 524, 529,700 P.2d 567, 572 
(1984). 
ld at 8. 
It is undisputed that no written contract between IAHOF or IMHS predated the work 
Defendants allegedly performed. The lien filed by AOI was therefore false and was filed with 
reckless disregard for the truth. Defendant Maslen's "possessory lien" was also false and filed 
with reckless disregard for the truth. That determination was necessary for the Court to award 
IMHS possession of the PT -23 at the close of oral argument. IMHS concedes that it was able. to 
obtain a temporary registration from the FAA that would entitle it to operate the aircraft for a 
short shuttle flight to its museum. However, it is undisputed that Mr. Maslen's false "possessory 
lien" prevented IMHS from operating or even viewing its aircraft. The false "possessory lien" 
also prevented IMHS from obtaining the documents, such as the flight & engine logs and the 
certificate of airworthiness, necessary to fully register and certify the plane was airworthy. A 
property right in a chattel, without unfettered right to possession of said chattel, leaves Plaintiffs, 
such as IMHS, no assurance of what their ownership truly entails. IMHS is therefore entitled to 
an award of its attorney's fees as special damages on its slander of title claim. Those fees and 
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costs, including fees and costs for IMHS 's related but necessary causes of action, are outlined in 
the Memorandums of Attorney's Fees and Costs and Brief in Support thereof. 
DEFENDANT'S COUNTERCLAIMS 
Defendant has only asserted counterclaims on behalf of AOI. As was discussed above, 
no written contract predated the lien Defendant filed with the FAA. Not only was AOI's lien 
false, the evidence produced at trial was clear, AOI did not expend any funds on maintaining the 
airplane. AOI did not expend a cent on the PT-23 since: a) The City of Caldwell obtained a 
judgment against AOI for failing to pay its rent; b) the plane was stored in a hangar that was not 
owned or leased by AOI at the time IMHS tried to obtain possession of the plane in April of 
2009; c) the plane was stored in a hangar that was not owned by AOI during the course of this 
litigation; and d) no receipts to evidence actual expenditures by AOI were ever produced. The 
evidence was also clear that Mr. Maslen had actual knowledge of the transfer of ownership to 
IMHS and evaded multiple attempts to contact him by both IAHOF and IMHS. 
The arguments opposing Defendant AOI's counterclaim for unjust enrichment are largely 
the same as those supporting IMHS's claims for quiet title, conversion, and slander of title. 
Those arguments are incorporated herein. 
Moreover, Defendant Maslen, should not profit by his wrongful actions or by way of his 
sham corporation, AOI. Plaintiff has asserted the affirmative defense of quasi-estoppel to 
Defendants claim for storage charges. To establish the defense of quasi-estoppel, the Plaintiff 
had the burden to prove that Defendants' Claim of Lien and storage charges are inconsistent with 
its prior agreement to store the aircraft free of charge. Quasi-estoppel is distinguished from 
equitable estoppels in that no concealment or misrepresentation of existing facts on the one side, 
no ignorance or reliance on the other, is a necessary ingredient. The doctrine of quasi-estoppel 
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applies when it would be unconscionable to allow a party to assert a right which is inconsistent 
with a prior position. Willig v. State Dept of Health & Welfare, 127 Idaho 259, 261 (1995). 
Determination of the application of the doctrine of quasi-estoppel is an equitable issue for the 
court to determine. 
Idaho Code § 30-3-80 sets forth the general standards by which directors of an Idaho 
non-profit corporation shall discharge their duties. Section 30-3-80(1) requires that a director of 
a non-profit corporation: 
discharge his duties as a director, including his duties as a member of a 
committee: 
(a) In good faith; 
(b) With the care an ordinarily prudent person in a like position 
would exercise under similar circumstances; and 
(c) In a manner the director reasonably believes to be in the best 
interests of the corporation. 
Section 30-3-80( 4) provides further that: 
A director is not liable to the corporation, any member, or any other 
person for any action taken or not taken as a director, if the director acted 
in compliance with this section. 
In interpreting the ·'good faith" duties of directors of corporations, the Idaho Supreme 
Court has long held that directors of a corporation are subject to fiduciary duty. Under Idaho 
Code§ 30-1-830 (formerly I.C. § 30-142) In re Fox Bean Co., 287 B.R. 270, affirmed 144 Fed. 
Appx. 697 (2005); Jorgan v. Hunter, 124 Idaho 899, 865 P.2d 990 (1993); Kidwell ex ref. 
Penfold v. Meikle, 597 F.2d 1273 (1979) ("Under Idaho law, corporate directors are fiduciaries 
and may not appropriate corporate assets or opportunities for their own gain; close scrutiny is 
given to all corporate actions in which directors have a financial interest.") 
The facts of this case clearly establish that Defendant Maslen had a "conflict of interest" 
transaction with respect to IAHOF arising out of Defendant Maslen's position as a director of 
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IAHOF at all times pertinent hereto. A "conflict of interest" transaction is defined in Idaho Code 
§ 30-3-81 as follows: 
( 1) A conflict of interest transaction is a transaction with the corporation in 
which a director of the corporation has a direct or indirect interest. 
Based on Defendant Maslen's position as a director of the IAHOF at all times relevant 
hereto, Defendants' claim of lien for storage and maintenance of the aircraft clearly constitutes a 
"conflict of interest transaction" under Section 30-3-81. The record is clear that Defendants 
failed to provide any notice to IAHOF of its conflict of interest claim prior to the transfer of title 
to the aircraft from IAHOF to IMHS on June 3, 2008. 
The standards for board approval for a director's conflict of interest transaction are set 
forth in Idaho Code § 30-3-81 (2) and require that "the material facts of the transaction and the 
directors interest were disclosed or known to" the board of director or the membership and 
approved or ratified by the board or the membership of the corporation. Subsections ( 4) and ( 5) 
of Section 30-3-81 provide that authorization, approval, and/or ratification by the directors or the 
members of a non-profit corporation can only occur if there is a formal vote of approval cast by 
either said directors or membership ratifying said conflict transaction. The record is clear and 
undisputed in this case that no such ratification or approval by the board or the members of 
IAHOF was ever made or granted. The record is equally clear that as a board member, Defendant 
Maslen never met his affirmative duty to raise the matter of his claim as a motion or agenda item 
before the board of directors or the membership of the IAHOF. The requirements of a director to 
obtain approval and ratification of that director's conflict of interest transaction in a non-profit 
corporation are detailed and specific under the provisions of Idaho Code 30-3-81. It is 
undisputed on this record that Defendants' failed to meet these requirements. 
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Finally, in defending against AOI's frivolous counterclaims, IMHS incurred attorney's 
fees. AOI's counterclaims assert a commercial transaction and therefore IMHS seeks its 
attorney's fees pursuant to I.C. 12-120(3). Additional grounds for IMHS's arguments in support 
of an award of attorney's fees are found in the jvfemorandums of Attorneys fees and Costs and 
the Brief in Support thereof. Those arguments are incorporated herein. 
CONCLUSION 
IMHS seeks judgment that Mr. Maslen and AOI, are jointly and severally liable to IMHS 
for damages, including attorney's fees, incurred in this action. Furthermore, IMHS seeks a 
judgment on Defendant's counterclaim denying their claims for storage, insurance, or 
maintenance charges allegedly incurred before and during the pendency of this action. IMHS is 
also entitled to an award of attorney's fees incurred in defending against these frivolous 
counterclaims. 
DATED this h day of April 2011. 
By (1,~?--
~HLEBECKER 
Attorney for 
Idaho Military Historical Society, Inc. 
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CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
J DRAKE, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
) 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL ) CASE NO. CV09-4047-C 
SOCIETY, INC., ) 
) DEFENDANTS' CLOSING 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, ) BRIEF 
) 
-vs- ) 
) 
HOLBROOK MASLEN, an individual; ) 
AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC., an ) 
Idaho corporation; DOES I-V; and ABC ) 
CORPORATIONS I-V, ) 
) 
Defendants/Counterclaimants. ) 
) 
COME NOW, Defendants AEROPLANES OVER IDAHO, INC. ("AOI") and 
HOLBROOK MASLEN ("Maslen"), by and through their counsel of record, the law firm of 
Dinius & Associates, PLLC, and hereby file this Closing Brief. 
ORIGINAL 
DEFENDANTS' CLOSING BRIEF- I 
A. AOI was in lawful possession of the PT -23 
The first issue to address is whether AOI was in lawful possession of the Aircraft. There 
is no dispute that there was an agreement for storage of the Aircraft between AOI and the Hall of 
Fame. Further, the Hall of Fame states that it "deposited" the Aircraft with AOI pursuant to the 
agreement on February 13, 2006. This is clearly not a case of AOI "stealing" the Aircraft or 
otherwise trying to convert it for its own purposes. 
Rather, AOI claims a possessory lien to the aircraft. Idaho Military Historical Society, 
Inc. ("IMHS") claims that the possessory lien is "false." Based upon the evidence presented, this 
Court can make the determination that AOI has a valid possessory lien in the aircraft. 
1. AOI never agreed to store the Aircraft for the benefit ofiMHS 
There is no dispute that the agreement to store the Aircraft was between AOI and the Hall 
of Fame. AOI began storing the Aircraft in February 2006. The Hall of Fame transferred 
ownership of the Aircraft to IMHS effective June 2, 2008. Mr. Maslen testified that AOI was not 
notified of the transfer until IMHS sent a letter in March of 2009. Members of the IMHS 
testified that attempts were made to contact AOI by telephone and email prior to March 2009. 
However, no such emails were produced. Mr. Maslen testified that AOI never received a 
telephone call or email from IMHS regarding the transfer of the PT-23. Thus, based on the 
evidence elicited at trial, AOI did not know of the transfer until March 2009. 
Most importantly, Mr. Maslen testified that AOI never agreed to store the PT-23 
gratuitously for the benefit of IMHS. IMHS does not dispute that an agreement does not exist. 
Absent an agreement, IMHS cannot claim to be a beneficiary of the agreement between AOI and 
the Hall of Fame. This was recognized by the Court in its Order on Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment where it stated: 
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Even if Plaintiff established that AOI had an agreement with IAHF to store the 
plane for free, there is no basis for the court to conclude that AOI was also bound 
to provide free storage to Plaintiff after it acquired the aircraft. 
Order on JVfotionfor Partial Summary Judgment, p. 7, fn. 2. 
2. Even assuming a "gratuitous" agreement between AOI and the Hall of Fame, the 
lack of agreement between AOI and IMHS renders AOI's lien valid 
At common law, a bailee's lien was possessory only. Under Idaho Code § 45-805, 
however, a lien-holder is entitled to possession and sale. Comstock lnv. Corp. v. Kaniksu Resort, 
117 Idaho 990, 793 P .2d 222 (Ct. App. 1990). Moreover, a valid debt establishes the right to 
lien. !d. at p. 994. "The lien is valid, and can be exercised lawfully, until the debt is 
extinguished by payment or tender." !d. (citing Restatement of Security § 78 (1941) (emphasis 
added). It is undisputed that IMHS has not extinguished the debt by payment or tender. 
IMHS became the owner of the Aircraft effective June 2008. At the time ofthe transfer, 
it is undisputed that IMHS was aware that AOI was storing the Aircraft at the Caldwell Airport. 
The meeting minutes of IMHS reference the fact that IMHS was aware that the PT-23 was being 
housed in Caldwell by AOI. Despite this knowledge, IMHS did not notify AOI of its interest in 
the Aircraft until March 2009 10 months later. IMHS does not contend that a gratuitous 
agreement existed between it and AOI for the storage of the Aircraft. Moreover, Bill Miller 
testified that IMHS did not expect free storage from AOI. Therefore, there is no question that a 
valid debt between IMHS and AOI exists for storage of the aircraft. 
Because a valid debt exists between AOI and IMHS, AOI's possession of the Aircraft is 
unquestionably lawful pursuant to Idaho Code § 45-805. Further, had AOI relinquished 
possession of the Aircraft, it would have lost its lien because the lien is dependent upon 
possession. I.C. § 45-805. 
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Idaho Code § 45-805 states in pertinent part: 
45-805. Liens for services on or caring for property. -(a) Every person who, 
while lawfully in possession of an article of personal property, renders any service 
to the owner thereof, by labor, or skill, employed for the protection, improvement, 
safekeeping, or carriage thereof, has a special lien thereon, dependent upon 
possession, for the compensation, if any, which is due him from the owner, for 
such service. 
Initially, it was argued by counsel for IMHS at trial that this section of the Idaho code 
dealt only with agricultural liens. That argument is plainly contrary to the language of the statute. 
This lien is organized under "miscellaneous liens." Further, the statue does not distinguish 
between agricultural personal property versus other types of personal property. Thus, this lien 
statute clearly applies to services performed on aircraft. 
Mr. Maslen and Mr. Vollman testified that AOI stored the PT -23 and perfmmed required 
maintenance upon it for the benefit of IMHS. It is undisputed that the PT-23 requires indoor 
storage due to its open cockpit, canvas skin, exposed instruments, and wooden propeller. It is 
undisputed that AOI stored the PT-23 indoors from the time IMHS became the owner of the 
aircraft until the end of trial. Idaho Code § 45-805 applies to services rendered on personal 
property for the "protection, improvement, safekeeping, or carriage thereof..." I. C. § 45-805 
(emphasis added). Storing the PT-23 indoors unquestionably constitutes protection, safekeeping, 
and carriage of the PT-23. 
AOI is required to assert its lien under I.C. § 45-805 for these services rather than under 
45-1101 (the aircraft improvement liens) because 45-1101 does not provide the ability to lien an 
aircraft for storage. See I.C. § 45-1101 (stating one who "expends labor, skill, or materials upon 
an aircraft" is entitled to file a lien pursuant to this section). Storage is more aptly described as 
"protection, improvement, safekeeping, or carriage" rather than "labor, skill, or materials." 
Therefore, AOI has established that it had a valid lien for storage of the aircraft pursuant to Idaho 
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Code § 45-804. Because AOI has a valid lien for storage that has not been paid by IMHS, AOI 
was in lawful possession of the PT-23 at all times. 
3. Effect of the FAA Lien 
Because AOI has an enforceable lien pursuant to Idaho Code § 45-805, AOI was entitled 
to record it with the FAA: 
The validity of any instrument, eligible for recording under this part, is governed 
by the laws of the State of possession, Puerto Rico, or District of Columbia, as the 
case may be, in which the instrument was delivered, regardless of the location or 
place of delivery of the property affected by the instrument. If the place where an 
instrument is intended to be delivered is stated in the instrument, it is presumed 
that the instrument was delivered at that place. The recording of a conveyance is 
not a decision of the FAA that the instrument does, in fact, affect title to, or an 
interest in, the aircraft or other property it covers. 
CFR Title 14, Section 49.17. 
In other words, the validity of the lien is governed by the laws of the state in which it was 
filed. Because the lien was valid pursuant to Idaho Code § 45-805, as demonstrated above, AOI 
was entitled to file the lien with the FAA. 
B. IMHS has failed to meet its burden of proof with respect to any of its claims 
IMHS has asserted six causes of action against AOI and Mr. Maslen, individually: 1) 
claim and delivery; 2) slander of title; 3) Quiet Title, Idaho Military Historical Society; 4) in the 
Alternative, Quiet Title in Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame; 5) Conversion; and, 6) Trespass to 
Chattels. 
1. IMHS failed to prove the liability of Mr. Maslen in his individual capacity 
Idaho law recognizes that a member of a non-profit organization is not personally liable 
for the acts, debts, liabilities, or obligations of the non-profit corporation. Idaho Code § 30-3-39. 
In this case, all of the acts complained of by IMHS are aimed at AOI. 
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The first four causes of action are predicated upon a claim of lien filed with the Federal 
Aviation Administration. As demonstrated above, that lien was valid. Even if the Court 
determines that the lien was not valid, the uncontested evidence in the record indicates the lien 
was filed by AOI. There is no evidence that Mr. Maslen filed the lien in his individual capacity-
in fact, his name does not appear anywhere on the lien. The lien specifically states that AOI did 
the work and is owed the sum claimed. Mr. Maslen was not benefited in any way, in his 
individual capacity, by AOI filing the lien nor does he claim any sums due. 
As to the conversion and trespass to chattels claim, any flying that occurred of the 
Aircraft was an action of AOI. AOI was charged with maintaining the aircraft and it is necessary 
and beneficial for the Aircraft to be flown periodically- as testified by Charles Vollman. Again, 
there is no evidence that Mr. Maslen acted in any way in his personal capacity. Moreover, AOI 
is a "flying museum" and thus flying is an expected and ordinary act of the corporation. 
Based upon its Opposition to AOI and Maslen's Motion for Directed Verdict, it appears 
that IMHS is attempting to allege an alter-ego/piercing the corporate veil claim to hold Mr. 
Maslen personally liable for the actions of AOI. 
IMHS named two relevant defendants in their various Complaints: 1) Holbrook Maslen, 
an individual; and 2) Aeroplanes Over Idaho, Inc. IMHS made no distinction between defendants 
under each cause of action. Mr. Maslen was not sued in his representative capacity. See I.R.C.P. 
3(b). Most importantly, at no time did IMHS amend its Complaint to include a claim to pierce 
the corporate veil of AOI. 
Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 3(a) states in pertinent part: 
No claim, controversy or dispute may be submitted to any court in the state for 
determination or judgment without filing a complaint or petition as provided in 
these rules; ... 
I.R.C.P. 3(a) (emphasis added). 
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Further, there can be no doubt that an attempt to pierce the corporate veil is a "claim" 
under the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. In Magic Valley Radiology, P.A. v. Kolouch, for 
example, the Idaho Supreme Court found "the claim to pierce the corporate veil" can be barred 
by the doctrine of res judicata. 123 Idaho 434, 438, 849 P.2d 107, Ill (1993) (emphasis added). 
It is undisputed that IMHS did not bring a claim to pierce the corporate veil in any of its 
Complaints. As such, a claim to pierce the veil is not properly before the Court. 
Moreover, it is the burden of the IMHS to demonstrate that a company is the alter ego of 
the member. Sirius LC v. Erickson, 244 P.3d 224 (Idaho 2010). "To prove that a company is the 
alter ego of a member of the company, a claimant must demonstrate (1) a unity of interest and 
ownership to a degree that the separate personalities of the [company] and individual no longer 
exist and (2) if the acts are treated as acts of the [company] an inequitable result would follow." 
!d., p. 229. 
Even if this claim was properly before the Court, IMHS has failed to submit any evidence 
that a unity of interest exists or that an inequitable result would follow if the corporate form is 
disregarded. In fact, it is contrary to the manner in which AOI was regarded by IMHS. IMHS 
wishes to rely solely on the meeting minutes of AOI produced at trial. However, it was made 
clear at trial that none of the non-profits were proficient in recording and maintaining meeting 
minutes. 
Nothing in IMHS's various Complaints alleges that AOI is a "sham corporation" or that a 
basis exists to disregard the corporate form. Stated differently, Defendants were not put on notice 
that IMHS was seeking to disregard the corporate shield. When such issues were raised at trial, 
the Court examined the pleadings and agreed that a claim to pierce the corporate veil had not 
been brought by IMHS. 
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2. IMHS failed to prove its claim of Claim and Delivery 
Idaho Code§ 8-302 states in pertinent part: 
(1) Where a delivery is claimed, the plaintiff, by verified complaint or by an 
affidavit made by plaintiff or by someone on his behalf, filed with the court, shall 
show: 
(a) That the plaintiff is the owner of the property claimed or is entitled to 
the possession thereof, and the source of such title or right; and if the 
plaintiff's interest in such property is based upon a \vritten instrument, a 
copy thereof shall be attached; 
I.C. § 8-302. 
Because AOI had a valid lien on the PT-23 based on possession, IMHS was not entitled 
to possession of the aircraft until payment of the underlying debt extinguished the lien. Because 
IMHS has not tendered payment, it is not entitled to immediate possession of the PT-23. AOI 
understands that, as a practical matter, the Court ordered AOI to turn over possession of the PT-
23 at the conclusion of trial. However, there has been no determination that IMHS is entitled to 
possession pursuant to I. C. § 8-302. 
3. IMHS failed to prove its claim of Slander of Title 
In order to prove a claim for slander of title, IMHS must prove the following four 
elements: (1) publication of a slanderous statement; (2) its falsity; (3) malice; and, ( 4) resulting 
special damages. Weitz v. Green, 148 Idaho 851, 230 P.3d 743, 754 (2010). Malice has been 
defined as a reckless disregard for the truth or falsity of a statement. !d. An action will not lie 
where a statement in slander of title, although false, was made in good faith with probable cause 
for believing it. !d. 
First, as described above, the lien filed with the FAA is valid and enforceable. As such, it 
is simply not a "slanderous statement." Therefore, IMHS is unable to meet its burden with 
respect to this claim. 
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Even if this Court finds the FAA lien to be invalid, a distinction must be made between 
the contents of the lien and the procedure for filing the lien. IMHS contends the act of filing the 
lien constitutes a slanderous statement. Ignorance of the legal procedures for filing a lien with 
the FAA will not support a claim for malice. Mr. Malsen testified that AOI was not represented 
by an attorney when the lien was filed. Ignorance regarding legal procedures simply does not 
constitute a "statement." In order to determine whether AOI published a slanderous statement, 
the Court must look to the actual contents of the lien. 
As to the contents of the lien, no evidence was presented at trial that would lead to the 
conclusion that AOI intentionally or recklessly included false statements in the lien. Mr. Maslen, 
on behalf of AOI, testified that AOI believed that the amounts sought in the lien were indeed 
owed. As such, there is no evidence that AOI acted with malice with respect to any of the 
statements made in the lien. AOI contended, and still contends, that it is owed money for storage 
and maintenance of the Aircraft from the Hall of Fame. No evidence was presented 
demonstrating that AOI knew or thought sums were not owed. Thus, IMHS failed to meet its 
burden that AOI acted with malice because none ofthe statements made in the FAA lien can be 
regarded as "slanderous." 
With respect to "special damages," IMHS failed to timely disclose any evidence of 
special damages. As argued in the Motion in Limine, the discovery cutoff in this case was 
January 13, 2011. Despite this deadline, IMHS is attempting to introduce evidence of attorney 
fees through the Bench Memo Re: Plaintiff's Entitlement to Attorney Fees and Costs as 
Damages for Slander of Title. 
There can be no question that such information was requested well before the discovery 
cut-off in this case. As outlined above, AOI requested a detailed breakdown by category and 
amount of damages sought. Idaho law states that attorney fees in a slander of title action 
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constitute "special damages." See Weitz v. Green, 148 Idaho 851,230 p.3d 743 (2010). Despite 
this request for an itemized statement of damages claimed, IMHS failed to properly respond or 
supplement its responses. In ruling on the Motion in Limine, the Court found that "good cause" 
did not exist for failing to disclose these damages and noted that IMHS referenced the 
requirement in its pre-trial memorandum. Due to the tardiness of the disclosure, IMHS 's attempt 
to introduce this evidence at trial should not be allowed. 
Moreover, the evidence sought to be introduced by IMHS is deficient. First, there is 
absolutely no breakdown in the amount of fees incurred defending and prosecuting the claims of 
the Idaho Aviation Hall of Fame, which was represented by Mr. Becker and which is no longer a 
party. Next, IMHS appears to be requesting fees specifically in connection with their "slander of 
title" claim. However, there is no breakdown of how much time was spent in prosecuting that 
claim specifically. AOI argued, and the Court agreed, that IMHS's "offer" to allow depositions 
during trial was not acceptable. In the end, AOI was left with no acceptable means to discover, 
prepare for, and adequately defend against IMHS late and deficient disclosure of special 
damages. Allowing IMHS's attempted late disclosure of special damages severely and 
irreparably prejudices AOI. 
Lastly, IMHS did not even attempt to produce evidence of any other "special damages" 
allegedly incurred. Because "special damages" is an essential element to IMHS's slander of title 
claim, IMHS's failure to introduce such evidence requires a finding that IMHS failed to make a 
prima facie case for slander oftitle. Thus, IMHS's claim for "slander of title" should be denied. 
4. IMHS failed to prove its claims of Conversion and Trespass to Chattels 
Generally, a claim for conversion is defined as a "distinct act of dominion wrongfully 
asserted over another's personal property in denial or inconsistent with rights therein." Peasley 
Transfer & Storage Co. v. Smith, 132 732, 743, 979 P.2d 605, 616 (1999). A right of action 
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accrues in favor of the owner of property as soon as the property is wrongfully taken from his 
possession or wrongfully converted. !d. 
Dubbed by Prosser the "little brother of conversion," the tort of trespass to chattels allows 
for recovery interferences with possession of personal property "not sufficiently important to be 
classed as conversion, and so to compel the defendant to pay the full value of the thing with 
which he has interfered." PROSSER & KEETON, TORTS (5th ed. 1984) § 14, pp. 85-86. Further, 
the Restatement makes clear that some actual injury must have occurred in order for a trespass to 
chattels to be actionable. See id., par. (a) & com. d, pp. 420-421. Unlike an interest in land, an 
owner of chattel "is not given legal protection by an action for nominal damages for harmless 
intermeddlings with the chattel." !d., com. e (emphasis added). 
As recognized by the Court, IMHS may recover damages for either conversiOn or 
trespass, not both, depending on the extent of the alleged interference with IMHS' s rights. 
Here, IMHS cannot prevail on either conversion or trespass because AOI was in lawful 
possession of the PT-23. As demonstrated above, IMHS did not request possession of the aircraft 
until March 2009. By that time, AOI had provided nearly I 0 months of storage to IMHS without 
compensation. Thus, AOI had every right to withhold possession based upon the storage and 
services provided to IMHS. Because a valid debt exists between AOI and IMHS, AOI's 
possession of the Aircraft is unquestionably lawful pursuant to Idaho Code § 45-805. Further, 
had AOI relinquished possession of the Aircraft, it would have lost its lien because the lien is 
dependent upon possession. See I. C. § 45-805. 
Put simply, there is no basis for this Court to conclude that AOI was bound to provide 
free storage to IMHS after IMHS acquired the PT-23. Therefore, IMHS has failed to meet its 
burden on either the conversion or trespass to chattels claims. 
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IMHS also claims that AOI exceeded the terms of the bailment by flying the aircraft. 
First, there is no evidence that IMHS provided any instruction on whether or not the aircraft 
could be flown. In fact, IMHS admits that there was no agreement to store the plane gratuitously. 
Periodic flying is beneficial to the Aircraft and thus, cannot be characterized as a trespass. 
Moreover, the evidence in the record indicates that the PT-23 was flown twice by AOI during the 
entire time it was in AOI's possession- once in the summer of2007 (when owned by the Hall of 
Fame) and once in November 2008. 
Secondarily, Mr. Harry Sauerwein of the Hall of Fame testified that no express 
instruction was given regarding flying of the PT-23 at any time. Given the nature of the 
"working relationship" between the Hall of Fame and AOI, and AOI' s mission as a "flying 
museum," it cannot be said that there was any implied instruction not to fly the airplane. 
Moreover, according to the Hall of Fame's own documents, AOI was tasked with "preserving" 
and "maintaining" this aircraft. Flying is an important and necessary component of that task. 
Moreover, no one from the IMHS gave any instructions regarding flying the aircraft until 
after the lawsuit was initiated. Once they did, AOI did not fly the aircraft again. In fact, Mr. 
Maslen testified that AOI stopped maintaining the PT-23 all together once IMHS instructed it to 
do so. 
While it is the general rule that "use of the Chattel by the lienor without the consent of 
the bailor is an act of conversion," this situation is quite different. AOI was tasked by the Hall of 
Fame with storing and maintaining the PT-23 in an airworthy manner. As Mr. Vollman testified, 
flying is an essential element to properly maintaining the PT-23. In fact, the log books reflect 
Mr. Vollman's instructions to fly the PT-23 more in order to improve the compression in 
cylinder number 2. IMHS did absolutely nothing to communicate with AOI until March 2009-
four months after the last flight of the PT-23. AOI was under the impression that it was still 
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supposed to maintain and store the PT-23 as requested by the Hall of Fame. Thus, the flying of 
the PT-23 cannot be considered a trespass or conversion. 
Lastly, IMHS presented no evidence on any damages suffered because of the flying of 
the PT-23. Again, Mr. Maslen testified that the aircraft was flown only once since it was 
transferred to IMHS. Mr. Maslen's testimony that no damage occurred as result of the November 
2008 flight remains uncontested. Mr. Vollman's testimony that periodic flying is actually 
beneficial to the aircraft remains uncontested. Thus, even if this Court were to determine that 
flying the PT-23 was a trespass, IMHS suffered no damage as a result. 
5. IMHS failed to prove its claim of Quiet Title 
An action to "quiet title" in real or personal property is governed by Idaho Code § 6-401, 
which states in pertinent part: 
Actions to Quiet Title. An action may be brought by any person against another 
who claims an estate or interest in real or personal property adverse to him .... 
In a proper case, the trial court will render and enter judgment enjoining assertion of any 
right, title, or interest of, in or to the property in dispute, adverse to petitioners. Stewart Mining 
Co. v. Ontario Mining Co., 23 Idaho 724, 132 P. 787 (1913). 
Again, as demonstrated above, AOI had a valid and enforceable lien pursuant to Idaho 
Code § 45-804, dependent upon possession. Because the lien was valid pursuant to Idaho law, 
AOI was entitled to record the lien with the FAA. Because AOI's lien was valid, IMHS has 
failed to set forth a claim for quiet title. 
C. AOI has proved, by a preponderance of the evidence, its claims against IMHS 
In about February 2006, the PT-23 was transferred to a hanger owned by AOI. Mr. 
Maslen testified that Harry Sauerwine helped move it into the hanger. At that time, no 
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instructions were given regarding flying the aircraft. Regardless, Mr. Maslen testified that it was 
not flown in 2006. Mr. Maslen testified that the plane was insured and annualed in 2006. 
Mr. Maslen informed the other board members of the Hall of Fame the basic operating 
principles of AOI as well as the fact that AOI is a "flying museum." Mr. Maslen also informed 
the board that the airplane would be ran, annualed, insured, and housed by AOI. 
Some of the members of the Hall of Fame denied knowing that AOI was running, 
annualing, and insuring the PT -23. However, such positions are clearly contradicted by Mr. 
Maslen's testimony as well as the report given by PT -23 Committee through Bob Martin. See 
Defendants' Exhibit R. The PT-23 Committee Report conclusively shows that AOI was open 
and honest about its activities with the PT-23. Moreover, it conclusively shows that the Hall of 
Fame had knowledge of these activities. Finally, the PT -23 Committee Final Report casts 
credibility doubts as to the witnesses, such as Harry Sauerwine, who testified that AOI never 
informed the Hall of Fame that he was insuring, annualing, and running the PT-23. It is 
undisputed, however, that the Hall of Fame never instructed AOI to cease insuring, annualing, or 
running the PT-23. 
In about January 2007, a meeting of the Hall of Fame was held where developing a 
working relationship with AOI was discussed. Again, some of the members of the Hall of Fame 
denied that such a relationship was approved. This again is contrary to the documents and 
evidence presented in this case. For example, Defendant's Exhibit N, an Idaho Aviation Hall of 
Fame newsletter states: 
Alliance with Aeroplanes Over Idaho Museum. The Board of Directors has voted 
to establish a working relationship with the Aeroplanes Over Idaho Museum 
located at the Caldwell airport. The IAHOF currently has its PT-23 on loan to the 
Museum. More information on the museum can be found at the website, 
v..ww .aeroplanesoveridaho .org. 
Defendants' Exhibit N. 
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It is undisputed that shortly after that meeting, Gene Nora Nelson and John Runft visited 
the AOI museum in Caldwell. Mr. Maslen testified Gene Nora stated that AOI was "out of the 
museum business" and that AOI would be receiving the PT-23 and artifacts. Mr. Vollman 
witnessed and verified the meeting. AOI offered office space, telephone, and a reception to the 
Hall of Fame. 
Further, John Runft did not deny that working relationship had been approved by the 
board. In fact, he testified that his understanding of the "working relationship" was that it was to 
formalize the relationship that had begun in 2006. This testimony, combined \Vith Defendants' 
Exhibit N, the testimony of Mr. Vollman, and the testimony of Mr. Maslen, clearly indicates that 
a working relationship had been entered into between the two museums. 
Moreover, Mr. Maslen testified that no instructions were given regarding the running, 
flying, maintenance, annualing, or insuring of the PT-23. In fact, instructions not to fly the PT-
23 would have been plainly inconsistent with the purpose and mission of AOI as a "flying 
museum." 
It is clear from this arrangement that AOI was expecting compensation in exchange for 
storing and maintaining the PT-23. Mr. Maslen testified that if AOI knew that the Hall of Fame 
was going to donate the PT-23 to IMHS, AOI would not have agreed to store, maintain, and 
insure the plane. Regardless, the PT-23 was transferred to IMHS in June 2008. However, as 
detailed above, AOI was not notified of the transfer until March 2009- nearly 10 months later. 
1. Lien Foreclosure 
As described above, AOI has a valid and enforceable possessory lien on the PT-23 
pursuant to Idaho Code § 45-805. There is no question that AOI expended storage and labor for 
the benefit of IMHS. IMHS has espoused no legal theory that would entitle it to free storage and 
maintenance of the PT-23. Despite the Court's ruling that AOI deliver possession of the PT-23 
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to IMHS, AOI is entitled to foreclose its lien upon the PT-23, for the amounts detailed below 
pursuant to Idaho Code§ 45-805. 
2. Unjust Enrichment 
A prima facie case of unjust enrichment consists of three elements: 1) there was a benefit 
conferred upon the defendant; 2) appreciation by the defendant of such benefit; and 3) 
acceptance of the benefit under circumstances that would be inequitable for the defendant to 
retain the benefit without payment to the plaintiff for the value thereof. Unjust enrichment is the 
measure of recovery under a contract implied in law. Gray v. Tri-Way Canst. Services, Inc., 147 
Idaho 378, 210 P.3d 63 (2009). A contract implied in law is not a contract at all, but an 
obligation imposed by law for the purpose of bringing about justice and equity without reference 
to the intent ofthe agreement of the parties.Jd. at p. 74. 
The measure of recovery on an unjust enrichment claim is not the actual amount of the 
enrichment, but the amount of enrichment which, as between the two parties it would be unjust 
for one party to retain. !d. The plaintiff has the burden of proving that the defendant received a 
benefit and of proving the amount of the benefit which the defendants unjustly retained. !d. The 
value of services rendered can be used as evidence of the value of the benefit bestowed under the 
theory of unjust enrichment. !d. Although damages need not be proven with mathematical 
precision, the damages, i.e., the value of any benefit unjustly received by the defendant in an 
action based upon unjust enrichment, must be proven to a reasonable certainty. Id. (citations 
omitted). 
Here, AOI conferred the benefits of storage, maintenance, and insurance to the IMHS. It 
is undisputed that AOI has stored the airplane since February 2006. Mr. Maslen testified that a 
reasonable value of comparable storage at the Caldwell airport would be $250 a month. That 
testimony was uncontroverted. However, Mr. Maslen stated that AOI was only seeking $150 per 
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month of storage. Mr. Malsen stated that AOI is entitled to 60 months of storage at $150 per 
month for a total of $9,000 for storage. 
It was argued at trial that AOI is not entitled to storage because it may not have expended 
any money in storing the aircraft. Such an argument is clearly contrary to the rule for recovery 
as stated in Tri-Way: 
The plaintiff has the burden of proving that the defendant received a benefit and 
of proving the amount of the benefit which the defendants unjustly retained. The 
value of services rendered can be used as evidence of the value of the benefit 
bestowed under the theory of unjust enrichment. 
Tri-Way, 147 Idaho at 74. In other words, the question is whether IMHS received a benefit, and 
whether it would be unjust for IMHS to retain the benefit without paying for it. Whether or not 
IMHS expended "a single red cent" is irrelevant. 
As to insurance and maintenance, Mr. Maslen testified that AOI paid $8,405 for the 
benefit of the PT-23, as detailed by Defendants' Exhibit B. See Defendants' Exhibit B. AOI is 
entitled to reimbursement for four annuals perfonned on the PT-23 which were performed in 
order to keep the PT-23 airworthy. Further, AOI paid to replace a fuel pump and to repair a flat 
tire, which Mr. Maslen testified was damaged when IMHS attempted to take the plane. These 
expenditures were necessary to keep the PT-23 airworthy and maintained, as required under the 
working relationship established with the Hall of Fame. 
AOI also provided an additional two years of insurance as reflected m Defendants' 
Exhibit "D". Those premiums were $875 a year, for a total of$1,750. 
In sum, AOI provided a total of $19,155 in benefits to IMHS. IMHS should be held 
liable for the entire amount because it gained the benefit of all of the storage, maintenance, and 
insurance when the Hall of Fame transferred to the plane to IMHS. 
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Further, there is no question that IMHS appreciated the benefits conferred. First, all 
agreed that indoor storage is not only beneficial to the PT -23, but required, due to its canvas skin, 
open cockpit, exposed instruments, and wooden propeller. As to the maintenance, it is 
undisputed that an airworthy airplane is worth more than a plane which is not airworthy. All of 
the maintenance and annuals were done with the goal of keeping the PT -23 airworthy. 
Moreover, the letter sent by Mr. Trebby, president of the IMHS admits that IMHS appreciated 
the benefits conferred: 
... both organizations as well as the ISHS certainly appreciate all you have 
done to keep these artifacts and aircraft safe. 
Defendants' Ex. L. 
Moreover, it would be unjust to allow IMHS to retain the benefits conferred by AOI 
without paying for the value of the benefits. IMHS waited over 10 months to contact and notify 
AOI of the transfer. AOI immediately responded that it expected compensation for the benefits 
conferred. Defendants' Ex. M. Further, the minutes for the IMHS indicate that, as of June 2008, 
IMHS still did not know if the PT-23 would fit in the IMHS museum: 
The question as to whether it will fit into the Museum is unknown; I gave Gary 
the measurements but don't know what the outcome was. 
Defendants' Exhibit J. Put simply, IMHS has failed to put forth any legal theory that would 
allow IMHS to obtain these benefits at the expense of AOI. 
Arguments by IMHS that AOI and/or Mr. Maslen entered into a conflict of interest 
transaction are simply irrelevant to this action. First, the agreement with the Hall of Fame clearly 
was with AOI, not Mr. Maslen. There is no contention that AOI is a member of the board of the 
Hall of Fame. Second, the Hall of Fame knew all of the relevant and material terms of the 
agreement including the fact that the airplane was being ran, stored, and insured by AOI. This is 
confirmed by the testimony of Bob Martin and his committee report. Defendants' Exhibit R. 
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Lastly, IMHS does not have standing to assert that AOI or Mr. Maslen entered into a conflict of 
interest transaction. 
CONCLUSION 
Based upon the foregoing, IMHS has failed to prove that Mr. Maslen acted in his 
individual capacity. As such, all claims against Mr. Maslen should be dismissed. Moreover, 
IMHS has failed to meet its burden of proof as to any of its claims with respect to AOI. 
Therefore, AOI is entitled to judgment on all claims. As to AOI's counterclaim, AOI has proven 
that a valid lien existed and is enforceable in the amount of $19,155. Alternatively, AOI is 
entitled to ajudgment of$19,155 -the amount IMHS was unjustly enriched by AOl. 
DATED this 6th day of April, 2011. 
DINIUS LAW 
. Dinius 
el J. Hanby II 
A meys for Defendants 
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IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the following transcripts and documents shall be 
included in the clerk's record: 
I. Additional transcript: 
a. The entire reporter's standard transcript as defined in I.A.R. 25(a), in 
compressed format, of the trial before the district court on March 14, 15 and 16, 2011. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK 
CHRIS YAMAMOTO, Clerk of the District 
Court of the Third Judicial 
District of the State of Idaho, 
in andj<;>r the County of Canyon. 
By: f (j Deputy 
I 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE CO UNIT OF CANYON 
IDAHO MILITARY HISTORICAL ) 
SOCIETY, INC., ) 
) 
Plaintiff-Counterdefendant- ) 
Respondent, ) Supreme Court No. 39909-2012 
) 
-vs- ) CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
) 
HOLBROOK MASLEN, etal., ) 
) 
Defendants-Counterclaimants- ) 
Appellants. ) 
I, CHRIS YAMAMOTO, Clerk of the District Court of the Third Judicial District of 
the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Canyon, do hereby certify that I have 
personally served or had delivered by United State's Mail, postage prepaid, one copy of the 
Clerk's Supplemental Record and one copy of the Reporter's Transcript to the attorney of 
record to each party as follows: 
Kevin E. Dinius and Michael J. Hanby II, DINIUS LAW 
J. Kahle Becker 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
CHRIS YAMAMOTO, Clerk of the District 
Court of the Third Judicial 
District of the State of Idaho, 
-~~,...-,~~~ the County of Canyon. 
By: Deputy 
